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gram of legislation asked by the American Legion of the Sixty-
seventh Congress in the interest of disabled veterans of
America; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

518. By Mr. DALLINGER: Petitions of citizens of Cam-
bridge, Mass., and citizens of the eighth Massachusetts distriet,
favoring the recognition of the Irish republic; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

519. Also, petition of Bay State Division, No. 413, Order of
Railway Conductors, favoring the repeal of the excess-profits
tax, ete.; to the Comunittee on Ways and Means,

520. Also, petition of Sons of Veterans Club of Massachusetts
indorsing H. R. 2882; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

521. By Mr. FROTHINGHAM: Petition of the Women’s
Auxiliary Post, No. T9, Weymouth, Mass.; the Dedham Post,
No. 18, Dedham, Mass.; the Brockton Post, No. 35, Brockton,
Mass., and the Norwood Post, No. 70, Norwood, Mass., all of
the American Legion, favoring relief for the disabled soldiers;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

522, By Mr. FUNK : Petition of the Young Men's Christian
Association of Pontiae, I1l, urging the passage of the bill for
the relief of disabled soldiers; to the Commiftee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

526. By Mr. KENNEDY : Resolution of Winona Council, No. 1,
Junior Order United American Mechanies, of Woonsocket, R. 1.,
favoring passage of House bill 7, the Towner bill; to the Com-
mittee on Education.

527. By Mr. KISSEL: Petition of Austin Nichols & Co., food
products, New York City, N. Y., urging the passage of House bill
2888; to the Committee on Agriculture.

528. By Mr. LINTHICUM : Petitions of the Greenwald Packing
Co., Baltimore, opposing House bills 232 and 14, and the Mary-
land Glass Corporation, Glass Container Association, Buck Glass
Co., and Columbia Specialty Co., all of Baltimore, relating to
House bill 4981 ; to the Commiftee on Agrieulture.

529, Also, petitions of the Grand Lodge of Maryland and Miss
Elizabeth Rumpf, both of Baltimore, favoring House bill 7; to
the Committee on Education.

530. Also, resolutions of the Woman's Christian Temperance
Union of Mayland, Baltimore, opposing any attempt to repeal
the Volstead Aet; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

531. Also, petition of Oscar A. Ferguson, Baltimore, Md.,
favoring House bill 172; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

532. Also, petition of Miss Rose V. Quinn, Baltimore, favor-
ing Irish recognition; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

533. By Mr. MEAD : Petition of the Patrick Henry Couneil,
American Association for the Recognition of the Irish Republie,
Niagara Falls, N. Y., urging freedom for Ireland; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

534. By Mr. MERRITT : Petition of organizations of Ameri-
cans of Ukrainian ancestry, and Ukrainian residents of Stam-
ford, Conn., praying that the Government of the United States
recognize Kast Galicia, along with northern Bukowina, as an
independent State, ete.; lo the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

535. By Mr. MORGAN : Petition of Johnstown Post, Ameri-
can Legion, No. 254, E. J. Higgins, commander, for relief of
disabled veterans; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

536. By Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: Petition of over 1,000
citizens of St. Louis, Mo., urging amendment to the Volstead
Act for the manufacture of beer and light wines; fo the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

537. By Mr. PARKER of New York: Petition of citizens of
New Yeork, favoring reduction of taxes on tobaceo: to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

538. By Mr. RIORDAN: Petition of citizens of the eleventh
distriet of the State of New York, nrging that Congress recog-
nize the Irish republic; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

539. By Mr. THOMPSON : Petition of the Women’s Auxiliary,
American Legion Post, No. 208, Convoy, Ohio, urging legislation
in behalf of soldiers’ relief; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

540. By Mr. TINKHAM: Petition of the Celtic Association,
of Boston, Mass,, urging legislation that will assure American
ships the right of free passage of toll through the Panama Canal;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

541. Also, petition of citizens of Boston, Mass., and over 1,000
citizens of Roslindale and Forest Hills, Mass,, urging recogni-
tion of the Irish republic; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

542. By Mr. YATES: Petition of Robert P. Vail, Decatur,
111, protesting against House bill 156; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

. SENATE.
Sarvroay, May 7, 1921.

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following
prayer :

Our father’s God, and on the eve of what is nationally known
as Mothers” Day, we bless Thee as our mothers’ God. We thank
Thee for these hallowed influences which have been following
us through the years, for those sacred moments we recall when
we learned our first lessons of truth and duty at our mother's
knee and learned, too, our first evening prayer, and lisped Thy
name as she taught us. We pray for the mothers of our land.
We pray for our homes, that out of thoge homes new inspiration
shall go forth and give to us a larger patriotism and a greater
sense of devotion to Thee and to the interests which bind us to
Thee and to Thy throne. We ask in Jesus Christ's name.
Amen, :

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro-
ceedings of the iegislative day of Wednesday, May 4, 1921, when,
on request of Mr. Cvrris and by unanimous consent, the further
reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved.

NATIONAL FOREST RESERVATION COMAIISSION,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pursuant to the provisions of the
act approved March 1, 1911, entitled “An-act to enable any State
to cooperate with any other State or States, or with the United
Btates, for the protection of the watersheds of navigable streams,
and to appoint a commission for the acquisition of lands for
the purpese of conserving the navigability of navigable rivers,”
the Chair appoints the Senator from Tennessee, Mr. SHIELDS, a8
a member of the National Forest Reservation Commission to
fill the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of the Senator
from Rhode Island, Mr. GERRY.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr, President, I beg leave to present
Senate joint reselution No. 26 of the Legislature of the State of
California relative fo immigration and particularly oriental
immigration. 1 ask that it be printed in the Recorp and re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relationg, as follows:

LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMEXT, STATE OF CALIFORXNIA,
ForTY-FOURTH SESSION,
Senate Chamber, April 27, 1921,

To the President of the United States, the honorable Seerctary of State
of the United Rtates, and to each of California’s Senators and Repre-
scntatives in Congress:

Pursuant to the provisions of genate joint reselution No. 26, adopted
by the Legislature of the State of California at the forty-fourth session,
I am sending you herewith a copy thereof, reading as follows :

Chapter 36, senate joint reselution 26, relative to immigration.

Whereas the Japanese Exclusion League of California, representing
officially such organizations as the American Legion, War Veterans,
Native Bons and Native Daughters of the Golden West, State Feder-
ation of Wemen’s Clubs, State Federation of Labor, and wvarious
other patriotie, civie, and fraternal bodies, have adopted a statement
of policy recommended for adoption by the Government of the United
HBtates as urgently required in protection of the Nation's Interest
ﬁgnimn ‘tjhe growing menace of Japanese gration and coloniza-

on; an

Whereas said declaration of principles has been approved ba( the ori:uﬂ-
zations affiliated with the league—the Los Angeles County Anti-
Asiatie ausociation and the Japanese Exclusion League of Washing-
ton ; an

W}:erm m(iltdeelaraﬁon of prineiples is in words and figures as fol-
ows, to wit:

First. Absolute exclusion for the future of all Japanese immigra-
tion not only male but female, and not only laborers, skilled and
unskilled, but * farmers "' and men of small trades and professions,
as recommended by Theodore Roosevelt,

Permission for temporary residence only for tourists, students,
artists, comm men, teachers, ete. :

Second, Such exclusion to be enforced by United States officials,
under United States laws and regulations, as done with immigration,
admitted or excluded, from all other countries; and not, as at pres-
ent, under an arrangement whereby control and regulation is sur-
rendered by us to Japan. 3

Third. Compliance on the part of all departments of the: Federal
Government with the Constitution, and the abandonment of the threat
or attempt to take advantage of certain p £ of that document as
to treaties, which it is claimed gives the treaty—mukini power au-
thority to violate plain provisions of the Constitution in the following
matters :

(@) To nullify State rights and State laws for control of lands and
other matters plainly within the State’s jurisdiction.

(b) To grant American citizenship to races of yellow color, which
are made ineligible for such citizenship. ;

Fourth. For the Japanese legally entitled to residence in California,
fair treatment, protection in property rights legally aequired, and the
privilege of engaging in any business desired, except such as may be
now or hereafter denjed by law to all aliens, or to aliens ineligible to
cit ; and provided particularly that they may not hereafter

buy or lease agrieultural lands : Now, therefore, be it

.
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Resolved by the senate and assembly, jointly, That the Legislature of
the State of California hereby indorses said declaration of principles
and urges that the President, the Department of State, and the Con-
gress of the United States adopt and observe the policy therein stated;
and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate b€, and she is hereby,
directed to transmit copies of these resolutions to the President and the
SBecretary of State of the United States and to each of California's
Senators and Representatives in Congress,

MARTIN C. MADSEN,
Private Segnetary to the Governor.
ANK C, JORDAN,
Secretary of State.

C. C, Youxa,
President of the Senate,
HexrY W, WRIGHT,

Bpeaker of the Assembly.

:cze%-ti{ 2tihat the same was duly filed with the secretary of

And here

state on Ap
GRACE 8. STOERMER,
Secretary of the Renate.

AMr. SHORTRIDGE. Also I present and ask that it be printed
in the Recorp senate joint resolution No. 24 by the Legisla-
ture of the State of California, relative to the protection of the
almond industry, and that it likewise be referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance, :

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on

Finance, as follows:

LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, SENATE,
Sacramento, April 16, 1921.

To tlje Becretary of the Benate ”?; the United Btates, to each member

of 'the, Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representa-
vd, ¥a each member of the United Stntes Tariff Commission, and

to each of California’s Benators and Representatives in Congress:
%mmm‘; to the provisions of senate joint resolution No. 24, adopted
by 4he Leﬁ};ahlre of the State of California at the forty-fourth session,

I4m Send you herewith a copy thereof, reading as follows:

Senate jolnt resolution 24, relative to the protection of the almond

industry.

Whereas the production of almonds constitutes one of the basic indus-
tries of the State of California, which State has demonstrated that
she is capable of prodnclnf almonds In sufficient quantities to meet
all the demands of the United States;

Whereas in order to properly protect this industry a tariff on almonds

which are [[;rlncipau,v imported from the cheap labor sections of
El.}.li'o , Asia, and Africa is necessary if this industry shall not
erisn ;

Whereas the present tariff on almonds is wholly inadequate for such
protection : Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the senate and assembly jointly, That the Legislature of
the State of California hereby memorializes Congress to provide such a
tariff on imported almonds as will equalize the cost of production and
m:ut-ﬁetlng between the home grown and imported product; and be it
further

Resolved, That California’s Senators and Representatives in Con-
gress be, and they are herel;iv urged to use all honorable means to secure
the adoption of such a tariff; and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate be, and she is hereby,
instructed to forward copies of these resolutions to the Becretary of the

te of the United States, to each member of the Committee on Ways
and Means of the House of Representatives, to each member of the United
States Tarif Commission, and to each of California’s Senators and
Representatives in Congress.
¢ MarTIN C. MADSEN,
Private Secretary to the Governor,
Fraxe C, Jompax,
Becretary of State.
C. C. Youxa,
President of the Senate.
Hexry W, WRIGHT,
Bpeaker of the Assembly.

And hereby certify that the same was duly filed with the seeretary of
state on April 16, 1921.

GRACE 8. BTOERMER,
Secretary of the Senate.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Also I beg leave to present and to have
printed in the Recorp senate joint resolution No. 28, by the
Legislature of the State of California, relative to a tariff on
olives. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Finance.

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on

Finance, as follows:
LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, SENATE,
Bacramento, April 16, 1921,

To the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States, and to cach of our Senators and Rep-
resentatives in Congress:

Pursuant to the provisions of senate joint resolution No. 28, adopted
by the Legislature of the State of California at the forty-fourth session,
I am sending you herewith a copy thereof, reading as follows :

Senate joint resolution 28, relative to a tariff on olives.

Whereas the olive industry is one of the great and important enterprises
of this State and materially contributes to the upbuilding thereof;
and

Whml-onx the rate of duties on olives should equalize the difference in
cost of production between the United States and foreign countries;
and

Whereas the continuation of the existing low rate of duty upon the im-
portation of olives will tqve:-imu;l{‘I hamper and retard the growth and
development of the State of California: Now, therefore, be it
Rtesolved by the Senate and Assembly of the State aL Gnliromt% fointly,

That we respectfully memorialize the Congress of the United States to

Impose a tariff upon olives and olive products which shall be adequate to

cover the difference in the cost of production of olives and olive products

in the United States and foreign countries; and be it further

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Con 8 be, and
they hereby are, urged and requested to use every honorable means to
accomplish this object; and be it further

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be transmitted to the Presi-
dent of the Senate and the Sgeﬂker of the House of Representatives of
the United States and to each of our Senators and Representatives in

Congress,
MarTiNn C. MiDSEN,
Private Secretary to the Governor.
FRANK C, JORDAN

Seeretary of State.
C. C. Youxe, f
President of the Senate,
HexrY W, WriGHT,
e sty that & Speaker of the Assembly,
d hereby certify that the same was duly filed with th
state on April 16, 1921, ¥ e secretary of

Grace 8, StoErMER,

] Secretary of the Renate.
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr, President, while on my feet I wish
to give notice that hereafter I shall crave the indulgence of the
Senate to discuss particularly the matter of immigration re-
ferred to in the resolutions which I have just submitted.

Mr. BROUSSARD presented a resolution of the Crescent City
Branch, United States Civil Service Retirement Assoclation, of
New Orleans, La., favoring the enactment of legislation amend-
ing the civil service retirement act so as to increase the an-
nuities; to decrease the contributions exacted of employees ;
granting annuities to employees who become disabled in the line
of duty without regard to length of their term of service ;
making the retirement of employees who have served 80 years
optional irrespective of their ages and granting such employees
the maximum annuity on retirement, which was referred to the
Committee on Civil Service,

He also presented petitions of John R. Drackett, James J.
Le Bout, John J. Greenwood, Linus J. Adams, Louis R. Blake-
men, J. M. Huff, Lawrence Bonner, C. A. Blanchard, H. J,
Bourgeois, C. C. Degrelle, and W. W, Breaux, all of Morgan
City, La., praying for the enactment of legislation for the recog-
nition of the Irish republic, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. CAPPER present resolutions of the Woman's Auxiliary,
American Legion, of Perry; Chamber of Commerce of Great
Bend; Auxiliary to Russell Blackburn Post, American Legion,
of Strong City ; Kiwanis Club, of Lawrence; Woman's Auxiliary,
American Legion, of McLouth; and American Legion Post, No.
78, of Cottonwood Falls, all in the State of Kansas, favoring .
the enactment of legislation providing adequate relief for dis-
abled ex-service men, which were referred to the Committee on
Finance,

He also presented a petition of Antelope Local, Farmers'
Union, of Potter, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legisla-
tion to prohibit gambling in grain products, which was referred
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Americus,
Kans,, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation re-
pealing the excess-profits tax law and substituting therefor
a sales or turnover tax, which was referred to the Committee
on Finance,

Mr. McLEAN presented resolutions of the Kiwanis Club, of
Bridgeport; Women’s Auxiliary, Seicheprey Post, No. 2, of
Bristol ; Seicheprey Post, No. 2, American Legion, of Bristol;
and Board of Education, of Waterbury, all in the State of
Connecticut, favoring the enactment of legislation providing
adequate relief for disabled ex-service men, which were referred
to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a resolution of East Canaan Grange, No.
136, Patrons of Husbandry, of East Canaan, Conn., protesting
against the enactment of a daylight saving law, which was
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented memorials of the Woman's Club, of Nor-
walk, and the Mount Carmel Book Club, of Mount Carmel, both
in the State of Connecticut, remonstrating against the enact-
ment of legislation to commercialize the national parks, which
were referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a resolution of the Norwich Central Labor
Union, of Norwich, Conn., favoring the immediate resumption
of trade with soviet Russia, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a telegram in the nature of a memorial
from Howard Bossa Post, No. 653, Veterans of Foreign Wars,
of New Canaan, Conn., remonstrating against the conclusion of
any peace treaty with Germany until Grover Cleveland Berg-
doll is delivered to the American authorities, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

Mr. TOWNSEND (for Mr. NEWBERRY) presented a concur-
rent resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, favoring the
repeal of the Esch-Cummins Act, which was referred to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce.
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He also (for Mr. NEWBERRY) presented a coneurrent resolu-
tien of the Legislature of Michigan; favoring the amendment of
the inferstate commerce act, as amended by the transportation
act of 1920, so as to restore to the Staies the control of the
capital securities of all railroad corporations created under the
sovereignty of the States and operating railroads wholly within
the territorial limits thereof; the control by the States of
intrastate rates over intrastate trafic, and the authority ef
the States to compel service by the railreads in the transporta-
tion of persons and property on the basis of a fair return upon
the fair value of the used and useful property of the railroad
company, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce.

He also (for Mr. NEWBERRY) presented a concurrent resolu-
tion of the Legislature of Michigan, favering the amendment
and modification of the so-called La Follette Act 80 as to alle-
viate restrictive and burdensome conditions relative to the
operation of vessels upon the Great Lakes and connecting
waters, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

[See yesterday’s proceedings, page 1086, where the above
resolutions appear when presented by Mr. TowxsewD.]

EEMOVAL OF SOLDIEE DEAD FROM FRANCE,

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, several days ago the senior
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, Lovee] had printed in the
Hecorp a communication from Rev. Richard D. Harlan, and
also what purported to be a news item indicating the views of
Mr. Owen Wister on the subject of bringing home the soldier
dead. I have a letter this morning from the Bring Home the
Soldier-Dead Leagne of the Pittsburgh area, in which they take
exceptions to many of the statements of fact made by Rev. Mr.

“Harlan and by Mr, Owen Wister. I ask permission to have the
communication printed in the Recorp.

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

Brixe Home THE SoLDIER-DEAD LEAGUE,
Pittsburgh, Pa., May 4 1921.
Hou. P, C. Knox,
United States Senuate, Washington, D. C.

My Dear SeNaTor: My attention has been directed to a letfer
addressed to Senator Lopee by the Rev. Richard D. Harlan, of
New York City, dated April 15, which was printed in the Cox-
cRESSIONAL REecorp of April 26; incorporated with this letter
was a purported news item by Owen Wister.

The subject had to do with the Government's work in return-
ing those soldier dead from foreigm burial places whose next of
kin have advised the War Department they desired such return
for interment in the home land. Myr. Harlan writes in part:

There seems reason suspe people con-
necmgmwith mt%nbgeﬁ% profeéglron mcﬁ;&_g&: ::?.e ﬂnnncl.alc:.ﬁ-
vantage, making merchmdfae of the natural desires of many of our
%\eges can soldiers wlose bodles are now resting in the American ceme-

As chairman of the Pittsburgh area of the “ Bring Home
the Soldier-Dead League of the United States,” composed ex-
clusively of about 1,000 parents and near kin of those dead
whose bodies are desired returned to America, I want to brand
this statement as not only untrue but a slur on every member
of this league which has insisted that the Nation redeem its
promise to us and to our sacrificed dead that, in case our loved
ones gave their lives to their country, their bodies would be
returned fo us. :

I have had some experience with the actions of undertakers
who have had charge of fumerals of seme of these returned
dead; in no case has there been any: disposition to be extor-
tionate; to the contrary, some have assumed a large part of
the expense, saying that the little they could centribute in
honoring these dead could not measure up to the sacrifices made
by our heroic sons and brothers and husbands. Men in the
undertnking business more nearly approach the depths of
sorrow we mourners have than such as the Rev. Harlan and
others, who dare to intrude themselves into our personal
desires with their unsolicited and presumptuous opinions. Do
these self-appointed arbiters expeet us to heed their officious
meddiing into our sacred determination to have our loved dead?
It is the height of impudence to infer, as this Harlan does,
that the parents of mearly 45,000 of these soldier dead are not
“ thinking straight on this sacred subject.” We are not suppli~
ants to the Government for our dead; they were promised to
us and the Nation has returned probably 16,000 by this time,
and we have no fear that the work will not be completed and
our sons be entombed in the home cemeteries where we may
pay tribute of love and respect to their memories. This league
has no fear that the Congress will fail to return our boys by
providing ample apprepriation for the purpose,

The letter of Owen Wister, addressed te the American
Legion, under a Paris date line, is insuiting to every parent of
all soldier dead; none but a ghoul would have tlie effrontery to
write and have printed where the eyes of a loving mother would
read them the declarations he made, affecting, as his letter does,
those bodies to be left in France as well as those to be brought
to the United States. None but a tainted' mind would conjure
up the vision he has dared to; his province is fietion at its

Regardless of the views of these self-appointed and notoriety-
seeking intruders, we know the Government will redeem its
promise to us parents; we know the sentiment of the Members
of Congress too well by our pilgrimages to Washington, in
behalf of our dead, to have any other thought but that all our
dead will be returned to us during this year. We have no
quarrel with these: who want their loved ones to remain in
France—these will be tlie hostages for help in the wars against
that country in the years to come; let themy remain there—but
those of us who believe otherwise are determined that nothing
this side of helll will prevent the fulfiiment of Ameriea’s sacred
pledge to our dead and to us.

I am sure you will agree that our viewpeint has {he same
standing as: that of Richard D. Harlan, and' that space will be
accorded us in the Recorp.

With best wishes, I remain, dear sir,

Yery sincerely,
J. Di FWosTER,
Chgirman Pittsburgh Area Bring Home
the Soldier-Dead League of the United States.
EXCHANGE OF ARMS AND EQUIPMENT.

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
to which was referred the hill (8. 1574) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War fo exchange, with foreign nations desiring the
same, samples of arms and equipment in use by the Army of
the United States, reported it without amendment and sub-
mitted a report (No. 38) thereon.

BELIEF OF WATER USERS ON IRRIGATION PROJECTS.

Mr., McNARY. From the Commiftee on Irrigation and
Reclamation T report back favorably without amendment the
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 52) to authorize the Seeretary of
the Interior, in his diseretion, to furnish' water to- applicants
and entrymen in arrears for more than ene calendar year of
payment for maintenance or construction charges, notwith-
standing the provisions of seetion 6 of the act of August 13,
1914. The joint resolution passed the House a few days ago,
and I ask unanimous consent for the immediate econsideration
of the measure.

Mr, CURTIS. Let it be read before unanimous consent is
granted.

.The VICE PRESIDENT. 'The Secretary will' read the joint
resolution.

The reading clerk read as follows:

Resgolved, ete., That in view of the financial stringency and the low
price of agricultural products, the Secretary of the Interior is hereb
authoriz in his disecretion, after due investigation, to furnish irri-
gation water on the Federal irrt]gntlon projects during the irrigation
season of 1921 to water-right applicants: or entrymen who are in arrears
for more than one calendar year for the payment of any charge for
operatien and maintenance, or any construction. charges and penalties,
notwithstanding the provisions of section 8 of the act of August 13,
1914 (3S Stat., p. 686) : Provided, That nothing herein shall be con-
strued to relieve any beneficiary hereunder from payments due or
penalties thereon required by said act.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the joint reselution?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I shall not object tor its immediate con-
sideration, but I hope the Senator from Oregon will expliin to
us who are not from States containing arid or semiarid lands
what change of law will result from it.

Mr, McNARY. I can explain it to the Senator, as I had in-
tended to do, in a very few words.

The reclamation act which was passed in 1902, with the {erms
of which the Senator is no doubt familiar, was amended in 1916,
requiring water users to pay annually the water rates for main-
tenance and construction. The time fixed for the payment of
maintenance was the Ist day of March of each year. This year
the farmers on some of the irrigation projects were unable to
pay the charge on account of inability to dispose of their farm
produects.

In the arid regions a great deal of land is used in the raising
of alfalfa. On account of the low price of sheep and ecattle
hay has not moved and probably 3 per cent of the 40,000 water
users are unable to meet these arrearages. It is not the pur-
pose of the joint resolution to amend the act or any of the acts
amendatory thereof, but to permit the Seeretary of the Inrerior,
after an investigation, to let the water users employ the water
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this year in order that they may raise a crop, and in the fall
they will be able to meet their delinquencies which have ac-
crued this spring.

Mr. CURTIS. I understand that it is wholly within the dis-
. ecretion of the Secretary of the Interior and is limited to this
year. Is not that frue?

Mr. McNARY. That is it exactly. It does mot cancel any
indebtedness to the United States, but simply gives the water
users an opportunity to raise their crops this year. The water
is available; it has been impounded—— .

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr., McNARY. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS. I-should like to say to any Senator who inay
feel inclined to question the wisdom of this measure that, in
the first place, it does not forgive any debt. The farmers on
the new irrigation districts, like all other farmers, have had to
meet a great loss. A few of them, and it does not apply to very
many compared to the whole number, have been unable to pay
under the law for the use of water.

It does not cost the Government anything. The Government
simply postpones the payment of the debt until they can move
the crops they have or until they can raise another crop. The
water is there just the same, and if we do not let them use it,
it will go to waste. So there can be, it seems to me, no question
whatever, under all the circumstances, that the authority ought
to be given to the Secretary to extend the time of payment.
That is about all the joint resolution means.

Mr, McNARY. I tried to say as much as the distinguished
Senator from Nebraska has said. In concluding I wish to state
that this is the first time in the 18 years in which the irriga-
tion has been practiced by the Federal Government in coopera-
tion with the States where a similar request has been made,
These projects have shown their ability to take care of all
their charges, but ¢n account of the peculiar sitnation which
obtains throughout the country by reason of the dislocation of
business it is necessary to enact this piece of emergency legisla-
tion.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered
as in Committee of the Whole,

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, -

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by nunanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. ODDIE:

A bill (8. 1646) granting a pension to Maude Gillock ;

A Dbill (8. 1647) granting a pension to Thomas W. Bath; and

A bill (S. 1648) granting a pension to J. H. Peters; to the
‘Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

A bill (8. 1649) to provide for the disposal of certain waste
and drainage water from the Rio Grande project, New Mexico-
Texas; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation.

A bill (8. 1650) for the relief of Sam E. Harwell ; and

A bill (8. 1651) for the relief of Prairie View State Normal
and Industrial College, Prairie View, Tex, (with accompanying
papers) ; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. McKINLEY ;

A bill (8. 1652) to provide for the purchase of a site and the
erection of a public building at Bloomington, IIL; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. HARRIS:

A bill (8. 1653) providing for the appointment of an addi-
tional judge for the northern and southern districts of Georgia;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr., ROBINSON:

A bill (8. 1654) for the relief of Walter I. Whitty; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CARAWAY :

A bill (8. 1655) for the relief of Orin Thornton; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. 3

A bill (8. 1656) for the relief of Grover Ashley; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. SPENCER:

A bill (8. 1657) granting a pension to Ellen Knefler Taussig;
to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 1658) to correct the military record of the officers
and enlisted men of the Enrolled Missouri Militia and all other
militia organizations of the State of Missouri that cooperated
with the military forces of the United States in suppressing the
War of the Rebellion who served 90 days or more; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. WARREN : :

A bill (8. 1659) authorizing the acquirement of a site and
the construction of a building for a post office at Lovell, Wyo.:

A bill (8, 1660) authorizing the acquirement of a site and the
construction of a building for a post office at Greybull, Wyo.:

A bill (8. 1661) authorizing the acquirement of a site and the
construction of a building for a post office at Kemmerer, Wyo.;

A bill (8. 1662) authorizing the acquirement of a site and the
construction of a building for a post office at Wheatland, Wyo. ;

A bill (8. 1663) to increase the limit of cost of the public
building at Buffalo, Wyo.;

A bill (8. 1664) to increase the limit of cost of the publie
building at Cody, Wyo.;

A bill (8. 1665) to provide for the erection of a public build-
ing at Green River, Wyo.; and

A bill (8. 1666) authorizing the acquirement of a site and the
construction of a building for a post office at Powell, Wyo.; to
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,

By Mr, McKELLAR :

A Dbill (8. 1667) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate
to the town of Waverly, Tenn., one German cannon or field-
piece; and

A bill (8. 1668) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver
to the town of McMinnville, Tenn., two condemned bronze or
brass cannons or fieldpieces and suitable outfit of cannon balls;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. SMOOT:

A Dbill (8. 1669) to establish in the Treasury Department a
veterans' bureau and to improve the facilities and service of
such bureau, and further to amend and modify the war risk
insurance act; to the Committee on Finance,

AMENDMENT TO EMERGENCY TARIFF BILL.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I wish to offer an amend-
ment to the emergency tariff bill. On page 3, line 15, I move
to amend by striking out the numeral “ 7™ and inserting in lien
thereof *20,” so as to read:
poc:i‘titon having a staple of 1§ inches or more in length, 20 cents per

unda.

I shall avail myself of an early opportunity to submit some
observations upon the subject. While it is very important and
there is a vast deal of data on the matter I believe I can cover
it in 10 minutes. I shall crave the indulgence of the Senate for
10 minutes on Monday to explain the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed
and lie on the table,

CAPT. EDMUND G. CHAMBERLAIN.

Mr. SHEPPARD submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
70), which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs:
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs is authorized and
directed to investigate the facts leading to the court-martial as well as
the court-martial proceedluég, and all the findings in the case of
a

former Capt. Edmund G. mberlain, United States Marine Corps,
and report to Congress.

HEARINGS BEFORE INTEROCEANIC CANALS COMMITTEE.

Mr. BORAH submitted the following resolution (8. Res. 71),
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Commitiee on Interoceanic Canals,’ or any sub-
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-seventh
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths,
and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1.25 Im.r
printed page, to report such hearings as may be had in connection
with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses
thereof to be pald out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that
the committee, or any subeommittee thereof, may sit during the ses-
glons or recesses of the Senate.

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES.

Mr. McLEAN submitted the following resolution (8. Res. 72),
which was referred to the Committee on Rules:

Resolved, That Rule XIV of the Standing Rules of the Senate be
amended by adding thereto a new paragraph, as follows:

“ 6. Bvery bill and joint resolution which seeks to amend an
existing law shall, when offered, definitely state the chn;{zea and addi-
tions proposed, and the law as it will read when amended.”

EMERGENCY TARIFF.

Mr, HARRISON addressed the Senate. After having spoken
for some time,

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, the morning hour having ex-
pired, I ask that the unfinished business be laid before the
Senate, : :

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr., McNaryY in the chair).
The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which
will be stated. /

The Leeistarive Creex. A bill (H. R. 2435) imposing
temporary duties upon certain agricultural products to meet
present emergencies, and to provide revenue; to regulate com-

o a e T
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merce with foreign countries; to prevent dumping of foreign
merchandise on the markets of the United States; to regulate
the value of foreign money ; and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as
in Committee of the Whole, and the Senator from Mississippi
will proceed.

Mr. HARRISON, Mr, President, I had intended this morning
to take up and move the present consideration of the resolution
heretofore submitted by me proposing to change the rules of the
Senate by providing for open executive sessions of the Senate
for the consideration of rreaties and presidential nominations.
The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, Looge], the leader
of the majority, however, expressed a desire to be here when
that resolution is taken up and to express himself in opposition
to it. He is unable to be here this morning, and, consequently,
I shall not press the -resolution at this time. "~ I am going
to avail myself of this opportunity, however, to discuss the
bill pending before the Senate, namely, the emergency tariff
bill,

Of course, all one need do is to look at the empty seats upon
the other side of the aisle to be convinced of the total lack of
interest upon the part of Republican Senators in considering
the proposed so-called emergency tariff legislation.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President—

Mr. HARRISON, I yield to the Senator from Kansas.

Mr. CURTIS. I think the Senator ought to make his remark
concerning empty seats applicable to both sides of the Senate
Chamber this morning. The fact is, however, that the Commit-
tee on Finance is in session and members of that committee are
in attendance upon it. Had there been a roll call I should
have stated that fact. The Committee on Commerce is also
in session, and members of that commiitee are in attendance
there.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; and Democratic Senators are on the
Finance and Commerce Committees as well as Republican
Senators.

Mr. CURTIS. And they are in attendance upon the commit-
tees, too.

Mr. HARRISON, It is quite true that, since the new gag rule
was adopted by the majority of taking so many more places
on the committees than are accorded to the minority, the
Republicans have many more Senators, of course, on the com-
mittees than we have; but, just scanning the Chamber,
the number of Democratic Senators present is evidently from
two to ten times greater than the number.of Republican
Senators.

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; I yield to the Senator.

Mr, NORRIS. I join with the Senator in regreiting the ab-
sence of so many Senators from the Chamber, but if he will
count the Senators present in the Chamber at this moment he
will find that there are several more Republicans here than
there are Democrats, .

Mr, HARRISON. The Senator can not count; that is why he
makes that statement.

Mr. NORRIS. Then, Mr. President, let me ask the Senator
to count them himself. If he wants the Recorp to show the
truth and if he wants the people to believe the statement he has
made, let him count the Senators present. He is educated; he
is o mathematician; he knows how to count. I suggest that
he count aloud and let the ReEcorp show the number on either
side.

Mr. ASHURST. There are more Democrats present than Re-
publicans, by three or four times, I think,

Mr. HARRISON. Of course, after the Senator from Kansas
made his statement and word was sent out into the Republican
cloakroom the number on the other side has been gugmented.
[Laughter.]

Mr. NORRIS. Now, if the Senator will make another count,
he will find the Republican Senators considerably in the ma-
jority. '

Mr, ROBINSON., If the Senator from Mississippi will yield
to me, I call attention to the fact that a large number of Re-
publican Senators are rushing into the Chamber.

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will count the Democratie
Senators that came in out of the cloakroom, he will find
that there are more Democrats who came in than there were
Republicans,

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield?

Mr. HARRISON. ' 1 yield to the Senator from Arkansas,

Mr. ROBINSON, I note #he statement of the Senator from
Nebraska to my astonishment, for a larger number of Senators
on the nther side than on this side came rushing into the
Chambe., ) sl
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‘knell of the Republican Party.

Mr._NOHRIS. I observe that the Senator from Arkansas
came in.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators will address the Chair.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr, President, will the Senator from Mis-
sissippi yield to me?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from Nebraska might have
observed me retiring from the Chamber to attend a meeting of
a committee.

Mr, NORRIS. Will the Senator from Mississippi now yield
to me before the Senator from Arkansas goes out?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr, HARRISON. 1 yield to the Senator.

Mr. NORRIS. I will ask the Senator from Arkansas if he
is not one of the Democratic Senators who just came in from
the cloakroom?

Mr. ROBINSON, I was just attending an informal meeting
of the subcommittee which the Senator from Nebraska ap-
pointed to make an investigation into the condition of the rice
industry, and I started to return to an informal meeting of that
subcommittee, if I may daq so, with the permission of the Sen-
ator from Nebraska, while he continues his very illuminating
and valuable remarks.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has not answered my question.

"Mr. President, if the Senator from Mississippl will yield
further——

Mr. HARRISON. I yleld for a question.

Mr, NORRIS. I want to say to the Senator that at the time
the Senator first made his allusion to empty seats and be-
tween the time he made the allugsion and now there were more
Republican Senators in the Chamber than there were Demo-
cratic Senators, and the Senator who interrupted me and has
gone out again was one of the Senators who came in from the
Demoecratic cloakroom.

Mr, HARRISON. Of course there should be many more
Republicans here than Democrats,

Mr. NORRIS. Of course, and that is the reason why they
are here,

Mr., HARRISON. I am glad to have seen so many rush in
from the cloakroom when they heard sounded the clarion note,
and I hope that more will come in from time to time as we lay
bare the iniguities of the pending tariff proposal that is pro-
jected upon the Senate. Especially do I hope that the new
Senators who became Members of the Senate on the 4th of
March will stay here so that we may discuss the subject to
some extent.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President——

Mr, HARRISON. T yield to the Senator from Idaho.

Mr, BORAH. Do I understand the Senator is going to pro-
ceed with his discussion?

Mr. HARRISON. I am going to proceed with the discussion
of the emergency tariff bill.

Mr. BORAH. Then the Senator is not going to discuss his
resolution.

Mr. HARRISON. I made the statement immediately before
the Senator came in that I intended to call up my resolution
proposing to amend the rules, but the senior Senator from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. Lopee] expressed a desire to be here and to
oppose it, and word has come fo me that the Senator from
Massachusetts ean not be present this morning, as he is not
well. Therefore, I did not feel justified in pressing the motion
in his absence. That is the only reason why I have not pressed
it this morning. 1Is there something else the Senator desires
to say?

Mr. BORAH. No. I was simply going to conduct myself
according to which subject was before the Senate.

Mr. HARRISON. I understand.

Mr. President, it is a remarkable bill that is now before us
and a most interesting debate is taking place in connection with
its consideration. I do not know whether or not this measure
has any champions among the majority members of the Senate,
I read in this morning’s paper a very illuminating statement
issued by the chairman of the Finance Committee, who has
made one of the two speeches that have been made by the
majority on the pending bill.

As I remarked yesterday, I congratulaie the majority side
for their silence on this measure, because the more they discuss
the bill and try to defend its provisions the more will the
country condemn them for attempting to pass it. It should be
silently ushered through, if possible. Your action reminds me
of a funeral, anyway. It may be that this marks the death
The statement of the senior
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pexrose], prepared by him
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and iszsued to the couniry on yesterday and in fthe
morning papers, I now read, This is from the New York iWerld.
The Senstor from Penngylvania says:

Aly own opinion is th INOrE CON-
cerng{l in Egz"tlng rigmn%tst‘;%\gdmgg mp;e mﬁ? ihe sheriff
retired to the background than they are in academic discnssions of dis-
armament, They want a restoration of prosperity,

That is a remarkable statement to be made by one of the '
leaders of the Republican Party, and especially by the ¢hairman |
of the committee that reperted out this preposed legislation and
who is one ef the two champions or advocates of the measure
mpon the floor of the Senate, for the measure contradicts in |
every word, in every line, and in every clause the statement
issued and the wish thercin expressed by the chairman of the |
Committee on Finance. He says that the people are interested |
in having taxes revised and the burden of taxation reduced to
them. This bill proposes to increase the taxes upon the people.
Hew do Senators on the other side expect the country to Im‘re‘
any confidenee in their action when the chairman of the Finance |
Committee speaks for this bill ene day and the next day utters |
such a statement to the peeple as that to which I have referred? |

But such expressions are not confined to the distinguished |
clmirman of the Committee on Finance, The pending emergency |
tariff bill was reported out of the Ways and Means Committee
of the other House by Representative Youxg, of North Daketa.
In the last sessien it was presented by Representative ForDSEY,
of Michigan, a most charming and estimable gentleman, a man
for whom I have the very highest respect, and association with |
whom is really most bewitching; but he has always advocated |
ihe highest kind of protection on everything. Indeed, it has |
been his proud boast that pretection .can not be put too high to !
suit him. 8o it was Mr., Foroxey who introduced the bill at;
the last Congress and handled it upon the floor of the ether |
House. However, by some strange legerdemain, at which the |
present Republican leadership are past masters, the policy was
changed. That organization in the House took fhe bill away ;
from Mr, ForpNEY and evidently said to Representative Youxag, |
wheo comes from a farming State, “Let this measure bear yeur
name.”

However, mind you, that was not done until March of this
year. Mr, Youxg is on the Ways and Means Committee of the
House. Here is a statement that he issued. to the country on
January 14 of this year, just a few weeks before he offered this
bill. I do not know whether or not he was given authorship |
of the bill in order te soothe Lis apparently ruffled feelings and |
bring him back into line. I know what adepts the Republicans |
are, both in the other House and in the Senate, in smoothing |
out the differences within their party and bringinx all kinds |
of elements together within the orgamization. They will stnop
to unfathomable depths to accomplish that. Hewever, here is |
what Representative Youxe, the author of the pending hill, |
said to the American people in January :

1t iz time somebody put on the brakes, Here and now I serve mt.ice |
I shall oppose any such duties as these witnesses are .

The -witnesses to whom he referred were asking for high |
caties,

They are gleniltng with crocodiie taars in the‘lr eyes, for import

100 per cent t above the
Aldrich rates. I am tg:h:g to fight wlth anetrhe I hare m
The war is over, um! the consom-

this penalization of cOnSumer.
ing public is asking why those prices alse are not gone,

So says the nuthor of this bill. He continued :

1 we grant the rates most of these interests are seekmg
slmply be lcensing a continuation of profi
©of the manufacturer, who gets the protection, w th the inv aﬁmw
contributions of the consumer.

So there is the author of the bill in fhe other House saying
that the consumer must be considered; that he will oppose with |
all the power that he possesses increased tariff rates of from
100 to 400 per cent; and then we see the strange acrobatie per- |
formance of Mr, Yourc introducing this bill at the instance of
the Republican organization in the House and championing it, |
when every construction of it will impose additienal burdens on |
the consuming millions of 100 to 1,000 per cent.

Strange ways you have of bringing your Republican brethren
into line! You employ flattery or give a little supposed protec-
tion, so that deception might be practiced mpon constituencies,
And then the chairman of the committee of the Senate [Mr.
Pexrose], as I have just stated, gives a statement to the :coun-
try last night mving that taxes upon the comsumers must be
reduced !

What must the American peopie believe? How have you fhe |
right to ask them to have any confidence in yon, when the
author in the House and the Senator in charge of the measure
in the Senate talk about reducing taxation, when in every page |

of the bill yon propose to increase the taxes upon the people?

Here is what Mr. Poroxey, then in charge of the bill, said
at the last session of the Cuugmss He was mot going to offer
this measure this session. In his speech, he =aid:

This bill is intended only s u relel meanurc an immediate rellef
measure. I hope at the extra session Congress, which will mm-
doubtedly be called very short b ok the

after tha 4th of March, to seec the
substitute for this b a relief measure to remain in effect
e we are a scientifi

¢ revision of onr ‘tariff
mopethatvery shortly after the Dbeginn
measure, to prevent gmt lnu)ortsﬂm torelwm a.dgspt Mlﬁs%
gn com n
this country ‘before we Empare a %utﬂ! Bill, g?n Pa
mninmmr!ﬂhwnsmc e T

He advocated not this legisintion belng introduced again and
burdening the American people by its provisions but, ais high 2
Pprotectionist as he was—having boasted, as I say, that you
‘could not get a tarift wall too high for him—he said that he
believed we should pass as an emergency measure the rates in
the Payne law or in the Dingley law until a scientific revision of
Ehe k;aﬂff could be considered and placed npon the statute

00ks.

And so it i8, Mr. President. Strange chauges have taken
Dlace; but it is in keeping with the majority party leadership—
changing not only on tariff measures but changing in foreiem
affairs every day.

Why, that suggestion brings to my mind the fact that here
the other day we saw the Senate of the United States pass a
resolution providing for a separate peace with Germany, deseri-
ing the Allies, with whom our boys fought side by side so glori-
ously—offering practically an insult to them—and then about
the next day we see the United States tendering its good offices
as a mediator to setfle differences between Germany and {he
Allies—aye, between our enemy and our friends—acting, so to
speak, as the compromise “ fellow ”; and then we sec extended
to us hy the allied nations an ln\‘itatlon to join them in their
council and on the Reparations Commission. Why, Mr. Presi-
dent, in view of our inglorious action one can hardly believe they
offered it fo us as ﬁs mpliment, It was a left-handed interna-
tional jab, a soft insult. It was rubbing it in on us to extend
that invitation after we had deserted them by passing a joint
resolution providing for a separate peace; and yet the Re-

publican leadership of the present administration did not accept
it in that spirit, They fhought we were being complimented.
They accepted it, and the morning papers tell us that President
Harding has sent as his personal representafive the new ami-
bassador to the Court of St. James, a man who has criticized
and condemned practically every policy of the last administra-
tion for six years. But it is amusing after your torrents of
criticism—amounting almost to abuse—of the foreign policies
of President Wilson and the last administration to see yon now
hour by hour accepting them as wise and necessary. 'Oh, you are
ont leoking for the footprints of your predecessors, so that the
| shoes that are worn by those who now control the affairs of ihe
Government can be placed in them. I am afraid you will find

| in a little while difficulty in finding a shoe large enough to fill it.

But I am glad to see you opening your eyes and sppreciating
the position and the conditions that are confromting this coun-
try. It is, however, worse than an insult o them for the Presi-
dent to send there as its personal representative one whose
views have conflicted so constantly with those of the Allies sud
| sho has so often criticized and, T might say, insulted the vep-
resentatives of these nations. He is, of course, a most undesir-

| able person to send and can not and will not represent the ideals

of America.

Mr. NEW. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator frem Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. HARRISON. 1 yield to the Senator.

Mr, NEW. If it will afford any relief to the distress of the
Senator from Mississippi over that preposition, I shenld like to
call his attention to a London dispatch of this morning which
appears in the papers carrying the Associated Press reports, in
which it speaks of a banquet held in Londen yesterday, at which
1 Mr. Colby, the Secretary of State under the Wilson adminis-
tration, spoke in most-complimentary terms of the gentleman to
| whem the Senator has just made reference and against whom
he directed a very caustic speech the other day. He spoke of
{him in the highest terms. He referred to the new American
| ambassador as “ an accomplished and cultivated gentleman.”

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; I read that

Mr, NEW, I theught it might afford the Senater’s ruflied
feelings some relief.

Mr. HARRISON. I read that this morning—that Bainbridge
Colby, in speaking to some Brifishers, had said that fhis man
was a very accomplished and—he did nct say * most suited and
well fitted,” I think; what was the other expression?
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Mr. NEW. I quoted it with accuracy—* an accomplished and

- cultivated gentleman.”

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; *“accomplished and cultivated gen-
tleman.”

Mr, STANLEY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. HARRISON. One moment, That kind of a compliment
reminds me, Mr. President, if the Senator from Indiana should
be told of the beauty and charm and attractiveness of some
estimable lady, and he should speak of her charms in response
and say, “ Yes; she is a nice girl,” I fear she would accept it
only as a mild compliment; and so the most that Bainbridge
Colby could say about this gentleman who has been designated
to represent us in the high Court of St, James is that he is “an
accomplished and cultivated gentleman.” No one has ever said
he was not accomplished. None has ever remarked that he was
not cultivated. His being a gentleman has not been questioned.

Mr, STANLEY. Mr. President, if I may ask both Senators a
question, could it not be said of Lord Chesterfield and Aaron
Burr alike that they were cultivated and accomplished? And
if you will excuse treason, perfidy, or ingratitude, you may
apply to all three the term “ gentleman."

Mr. HARRISON, The Senator is right. So there have been
constant changes. Why, there was a change upon the part of
the administration touching the Colombian treaty. There will
be soon a change about the League of Nations. Of course, we
did not know exactly what you were going to do touching the
League of Nations from utterances in the last campaign, but
you will gradually come to it. I am glad to see that the new
Secretary of State is leading the Republican Party back “to
normaley,” so that we will arrive at a state of normaley on the
League of Nations proposition. Of course, when it is done, it is
going to arouse the ire of the distinguished Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr, JoaNsox] and the distingnished Senator from Idaho
[Mr., Boram] and those irreconcilables in this country who
allowed themselves to be deceived in the last campaign, but all
of that will adjust itself. They, as well as the country, in time
will appreciate its necessity. The sentiment in the country is
growing stronger day by day, and it will grow stronger, until
finally the present administration will be forced to accept almost
in detail what the past administration has done in the conduct of
our foreign affairs.

It would have been impossible for yol to have changed front
on more propositions and to have realized the wisdom of the
policies of President Wilson in so short a time more than you
have. As suggested by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. POMERENE],
the present President has notified the Senate to keep hands off,
so you must. Of course, you know there must be no Executive
encroachments. You can not break with him, You must just
let him have his way, and then you will come back to what you
did a year or so ago, when all of you over there, except about
12, were for the ratification of the treaty with some reservations
and some amendments. You will come to that in just a little
while.

Mr, President, the distinguished chairman of this committee,
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pexgose], in speaking
the other day, said that the other side of the Chamber could
not aecept any amendments to this bill. He said, “ We will
not stand for it. If we do, it will degenerate into a general
tariff bill.” If the general tariff bill that is to be fostered by
you and fastened upon the country is going to be worse than
this, then the Lord knows what will be left of the people
when you get through with them. * Degenerate into a general
Republican tariff bill!” And so you know, Senators, you have
the word of the chairman of the Finance Committee, that no
amendments will be considered. You must take this bill just
as it is prepared for youn. Employing the same gag-rule tactics
that has always blighted the history of the Republican Party.

But here are the real views of the Senator from Pennsylvania
on this measure, I read from the Protectionist, a Republican
organ, of February, 1921. Here is what it says:

PENROSE CHAKNGES FRONT.

The bill had hardly reached the Senate when the announcement came
over from Philadelphia that Senator Penrose, chalvman of the Com-
mittee on Finance, would run over to Washington for the purpose of
opposing it.

You read it in the papers. It was flashed in big headlines
everywhere that it was not satisfactory to Senator PENRoSE;
and the article goes further, and says:

He came in a special ecar, with nurses accompanying him, and
opened headquarters in Wardman Park Inn, the largest hotel in the
n, Senator PENROSE set Congress
by the ears with the declaration t he would give the measure his
support. Politics unquestionably influenced this remarkable decision.

The Senator desired first to keep peace in the Republican Party, as
Forpxey had wisely done in the House,

It may be that the way Mr. Forp~NEY did it over there was
to retire from the authorship of the bill and allow Mr. Youxg,
who had denounced high tariffs and espoused a reduction in
the high cost of living, to become the author of the bill. The
article continues: '

Besides, he desired to hold in line for the next tariff bill the low
tariff Republicans and the Democrats who are inclined to support
this one. The Pennsylvania Senator knew, moreover, that the bill
would stand little chance of enactment, and he was therefore the
more willing to give it nominal support.

Yet one of the two speeches that has been made by the pro-
ponents of this legislation was made by the chairman of the
committee, who at first opposed the bill, and came to Washing-
ton on a special train to exert his powerful influence against the
measure,

Mr. President, the Washington Post is a splendid newspaper,
a newspaper of powerful influence, considered now and has been
since March 4, as the administration paper—the paper that
represents the views of the administration on public questions
that arise, Here is what that paper said about this bill in
an editorial in January this year:

The truth is, the more this proposal is discussed, the weaker it becomes,
for discussion emphasizes that it is an example of favoritism, that it
is a movement tending to keeE up the prices of necessaries of life in
order that the producers may be saved from financial loss.

Yet that paper which condemned the bill in such terms in
those days, has since the 4th of March, in its editorials, come
to espouse the passage of the emergency tariff bill. It is now
a wise, a great constructive piece of legislation. So it looks
as if there has been a complete change all around over there.
How do you expect the country to be able to keep up with you,
and your newspapers in your vacillating policies and your con-
stant legislative and administrative acrobatic performances?

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumBer] has been
faithful to the bill. He has remained by it from the begin-
ning. Of course, he had to discuss the provision relating to
wheat, because that affected him and his constituents more
than any other proposition in the bill. But he was ready at all
times to defend the wheat schedule in this bill, and has spon-
sored the proposition. Yet about 3 o'clock yesterday, when
no one was here to speak, and you were going to press it for
passage, and we asked you if no one on that side would defend
the provisions of it, you heard what he said, that * We are not
going to discuss it over here,” meaning that the word had been
sent down the line to Republicans to keep qu'et, not to attempt
to defend the provisions of this bill. He said in defense of
that assertion that the agricultural rates of the bill had been
sufficiently discussed at the last session, and alluded to the fact
that I had discussed it pretty fully at that time. I am glad
I did.

But he overlooked the fact that certain States in this country
have a right to be heard through their Representatives in the
United States Senate, that the men who are sent here by those
States can not be bound hand and foot and gagged, even though
they belong to the majority party; that they are not expected
1o follow the instructions of Republican leadership at all times,
and remain quiet when the interests of their respective States
are at stake.

He overlooked the fact that there are 17 new Members of the
Senate here to-day, with as much right to express themselves
touching legislation, to take care of their constituents by vote
and voice, as those who have been here many years. Seventeen
new Senators are in this body, and now part and parcel of it,
who were not here when this bill was discussed at the last ses-
sion. Yet the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumpgr]
said that these distinguished men are expected to take the hook
as handed to them and swallow it, without even being told some
of the defenses of the measure, which they might take back to
their people in explanation of their action. :

So, Mr. President, T amr not talking to those hardened sin-
ners—of course, I am speaking about political sinners—who
were here at the last session, because I know that no amount of
logic, no appeal, could be made strong enough to melt their stone
hearts. But I want to make my appeal to the distinguished Sen-
ators who were not here at that time.

I appeal to the new Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Bursua].
He was not here then. Of course, he has not expressed himself
touching this bill; neither have the Republican leadership told
him or expressed anything which he might take back to his peo-
ple as an excuse for voting for this infamous piece of legislation.

I appeal to the new Senator from Arizona [Mr, CAMERON],
who was not here last session.

The new Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Erxst] was not here.

I believe the new Senator from Idaho [Mr. Goopixg] came in
just in time to vote upon the iniquitous propesition. But he
was not permitted to hear the discussion of the bill, becavse at
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that time he had not arrived. He is entitled to hear some ex-
planation upen the part of the Republiean leadership of the
provisions and of the character of this bill

The new Senanter from Oklahoma [Mr. Harzerp] was not
here, :

The new Senator from Norih Pakota [Mr. Laop] did not hear
the discussion at that time.

The new fenator from Illinois [Mr. McKixrey] was not here,

The new Senator from Colorado [Mr, Nicmorson] was nof
here. Did the people in the great State of Colorado expect him
to come here and, by bowing to gag rule, accept everything the

Rtepublican Teadership handed to him? If he follows that policy, |

then, sir, mark the day, because it will not be far off, when the
progressive electorate of Colorado will rise up and condemn
that policy. They would not approve—indeed they had not
heard the slogan of the Republican majority of the Senate, as
expressed by the senior Senator from Connecticnt [Mr. BRANDE-
GEE] when he said:

The steam roller is preparcd and ready, so get out of the way.

I do not see in the Senate Chamber now the new Senator from
South Dakoia [Mr, NomnEck]. He was not here then. Per-
Dhaps, too, the Senater from North Dakota [Mr, McCuoMmBER]
thinks that all he has to do is to tell his colleague from the
sister State just to the south of his, * Yon vote this way. You
need no explanation from me, but you vote this way. The word
has gone out from Pexmose down, and has been accepted.”
Perhaps the Senator from North Dakota [Mr, McCuxner] knows
exactly what the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Nomrseck}
will do under those circnmstances. But I hope he will resent
such reflections upon the independence of his action.

Then there is the new Senator from Nevada [Mr. Oopie]. It
was not his pleasure to be here when all the injustices thaf are
written in the pages of thiz bill, which place additional burdens
on the consuming masses; were discussed. He is here now. He
is entitled, and his people are entitled, to know the reasons why
an attempt is made to force this measure upon- them. If I
were he, I would rise up and say fo the Republican leadership,
“I want you to show me hefore yow ecan gag me and vote me
for this proposition.”

Then there is the new Senator from Californin [Mr., Smonrr-
ripée], He was not lere at that time: What if he had told
the people of €alifornin when he was a ecandidate before that
progressive citizenship that he would allow a reactionary Re-
publican leadership to- compel him; witheut diseussion, to accept
this hill as prepared by them, witheut explanation or justifica-
tlon? Do you believe he conld then have won the vietory he
did in that progressive Commonwealth?

Then there is the new Senator from Oregon [Mr. STANFIEID].
He was not here at that time, and he is told by the distinguished
Senator in eharge: of this legislation that he has to aceept this
proposition. He i8 teld, more than that, “ that ne amendments
will he eonsidered.”

Then there is the new Senator from Maryland [Mr, Weerer]
and the new Senator from Ohlo [Mr. Wmxis]. All of these dis-
finguished new Senators are foreed to accept this proposition
an fold that no amendment will be censidered ; that they must
take it just as it is prepared for them. If I were a member of
that party over there, I would not stand such gag-rule tactics,
I would rise up in revolt and insurge, even if for only a few
minutes, and break away from the honds of parliamentary
slavery with which this reactionary crowd are trying to bind
the new organization of this body. But, sirs, the longer you
stay here the wiser you will become, and you will eventually
lose comfidénce in the crowd who prepared this bill and new
propose o gag yen hy compelling you without explanation to
support it

M. President, let me bring back to the attention of the Senate
the years from 1912 to 1919. It was a greaf peried. It is good
to think aboutf it. It was a time when vur counfry blogsomed
in prosperity like the rose. As the distinguished Senator from
Towa [Mr. Coxurns] knows, the railroads did not have enough
freight cars to earry the wheat and the eern from the far
western eonniry to the market. The Representatives from his
section were vying and competing with the Representatives from
my seetion and from the Hasi before the Interstate Commerce
Comirdssion to precore additional cars, so that the produets
of the farms and the outpnt of the faectories could find their
way ever the pailroads to market.

Wages were higher, Farmers were reeeiving higher priees
for their produeis, and business men greater profits than ever
before in the history of the couniry. New farms were being
cultivated ; new fields were being opened up. Labeor was thor-
oughly contented and happy. The tired workmen could leave
their places of employment and go home in the afternoon in
perfect happiness and bask in the association of their wives

(and little ones. All of this was made possible by the wholesome
legislation passed by the Democratic administration. There
 was prosperity and contentment in those days. There were
(no men ont of employment. Employers were standing in line.
It is good to think about it. Tt was a time when every avenuc
| of approach to the markeis of the world was cleared, when every
~channel through which our trade and commerce might flow was
- opened up. Hundreds of agents from the varions departments
| of the Gevernment were sent into every foreign field to study
| trade conditions and to advise the industrial, commerecial, and
| agricultural interests of Ameriea of the opportunities offered.

Every policy upon the part of the Government was adopted
with a view to building up our export trade. Commercial agents
were provided for by law. Commercial attachés were stationed
at all our consular stations, as well as elsewhere throughout
| the world. National banks were permiited by law and en-
- couraged to locate branch banks in foreign countries, Our great
- corporations, under the sanction of the war, were permitted
to eoordinate and to cooperate in order to obtain trade in foreign
| countries. Our merchant marine was given the greatest en-
| couragement and millions of increased tonnage was provided
‘that the products from our farms and factories sold to foreign
purchasers might not be dependent for delivery upon foreign
earrviers. American diplomacy was lifted to a high standard
and instructions went ouf to all our foreign representatives to.
perform every act that might bring the nations of the world
inte closer trade relations with us.

Why, sirs, it was during this period that our exports increased
| frem 1912 to 1920 approximately $6,000,000,000. It was a period
when the farmers received higher prices for their products,
| working men and women higher wages for their labor, and
business men greater profits on their investments than ever
before in the history of Ameriea.

‘Why, sirs, during that period not only did the farmers increase
their deposits in the banks, but they opened up new fields and
added to their wealth through enormous inereased valuation of

their“farms. Labor was never more employed, contented, snd
happy. Not enly was he permitted during that period to re-
eeive suel wages that he eould in many instances lay some aside
“for a rainy day,” so to speak, but he was enabled under
the wholesome and beneficent legislation passed by the party
then controlling the Government, beeause of shorter hours of
enrployment, fo spend more time in his home with his wife
and children. "

Why, sirs, during that period the hum of prosperity from
every mill and factory eould be heard from one end of the
country to the other and the red flare from our furnaces lighted
every corner of the henvens. Bank resources inereased by the
billions and the wealth of the resources of America reached a
figure of which the wildest eptimist never dreamed.

Thousands of employers stood in line awaiting their turn at
ihe offices of employment bureaus to procure labor. ;

The representatives in this Chamber and in the House frown
the West and East, the North and South, were daily commpeting
with each other in making appeals to the Interstate Commeree
Commission for additional ears that the products of their re-
spective sections might be transported to market.

Why, sirs, during that period the country was basking in
such a whirlpool of prosperity that a propaganda was set on .
foot to restrain such enormous profits from being made and so
much wealth being aceummlated.

But how different it is now. Beggars at almost every door.
Tramps riding the blind baggage on every railroad train, Five
million persons out of employment and unable to feed and clothe
themselves and families, Wages in every ealling have been ecut
and the cost of the necessaries of life still high. Hundreds of
mills and factories elosed, shopkeepers going into bankruptey,
banks failing, and thousands upon thousands of empty box cars
lying idle on sidetracks throughout the eountry. Our export
trade is falling off, our ships are lying idle, the warehouszes in
every section are filled with the produects of farm and factory,
without value and no market in which to sell them. The present
presents a dark and gleomy day to this once prosperous and
contented people. And why, is it? The answer is easy. In
November, 1918, the prejudice of the majority of the American
people was aroused bhecause Republican leadership made them
believe that President Wilson went too far in his appeal to the
eomntry for the election of a Demoeratic Congress. In that ap-
peal he told the Ameriean people that in the great work of
reconstruction following the war that he felt smre a Demoeratic
House of Representatives and a Democratie Senate would coop-
erate with him, and that he would be able fo enrry out his peli-
cies to the best interests of the country. His appeal fell upon
deaf ears and g Republican House of Representatives and a He-
publican Senate were indneted into office fo ecriticize, hamper,
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and embarrass him from the first day they took control to. the |

last minute he left the White House. Every appeal he made o
the Republican Congress in 1919 to meet conditions as they
arose was turned down, and from the time he and his party met
defeat in the congressional campaign in 1918 a well-organized
and adroitly conducted propaganda of misrepresentations and
faultfinding was carried on from one part of the country to the
other. In the next campaign—the one of 1920—in campaign
literature, campaign speeches, and their campaign textbook
they promised the people if they would give them complete con-
trol of the Government they would make the tax burden lighter
and reduce the high cost of living.

The high cost of living argument and promises made more
votes for your candidates and did more to defeat the Democratic
Party in November than any other ome proposition that yom
advocated. And yet, with these promises still fresh in your
minds and ringing in the ears of the electorate, the very first
bill that your party forces through Congress as a part of the
legislative program, in December of last year, was fo increase
the high cost of living as carried in this legislation.

You say that you are trying to help the farmers by imposing
these additional and increased tariff rates. Then, if your
theory is correct, that these increased rates will result in bene-
fit to the American farmer, whatever benefits are to come to
him must be borne by the consumers of the country who will
be compelled to purchase the products upon which the tariff is
levied in this measure.

There can be no question where we do not produce a sufficient
amount of a given product that is needed for consumption in
the United States, and are forced to import from abroad the
difference in the amount of production and consumption in the
United States, that whatever tariff is imposed will result in a
benefit to those who produce or hold the product. Buat it is
likewise true, sirs, that where we produce in the United States
a surplus of a given prodnct and we sell that surplus in foreign
markets the tariff, no matter how large, will have no effect upon
the price. The United States has almost grown to be a “ world
granary,” a “world farm.” There is hardly anything that is
produced upon the American farm that we do not now produce
more of than is needed for our home consumption and the sale
of which surplus is dependent upon the markets of the world.

We export more wheat than we import. We export more
corn than we import. And we export millions upon millions
more bales of cotton than is imported.

But if the theories of the proponents of this legislation are |

true and the tariff rates are imposed as carried in the bill, then
flour will be increased 20 per cent; rice, 2 cents a pound; meats
will be increased 30 per cent; fresh or frozen beef, veal, mutton,
lamb, and pork will be increased 2 cents and 2} cents a pound.

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President——

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Illinois,

Mr, McCORMICEK. The Senator from Mississippi is almost
as sanguine as the Senator from North Dakota, it seems to me.

Mr. HARRISON. As sanguine? I am sanguine that it is
going to increase the cost of living in this country.

Mr. McCORMICK. To the extent that the Senator has just
indicated?

Mr. HARRISON.. If what the Senator from North Dakota
[Mr. McCumeer] and the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEx-
rose] and I take it the Senator from Illincis too, because he
voted for it, believe is true, it will certainly increase the cost
of living. If it does not add to the price of the product, there is
no use imposing the tax, because what you say you are trying
to do is to help the farmers of the country.

Mr. McCORMICK. The Senafor from Tllinois is not a chronie
optimist or a chronic pessimist. He does not believe that the
increase in prices or in the cost of living will be as great as the
Senator from Mississippi or the Senator from North Dakota
have suggested,

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator from Illinois—we
can get together on this proposition. He represents one of the
great eities of the country.

Mr, McCORMICK. We could get together, possibly, if there
were none to disturb us.

Mr. HARRISON, Well, for a while no one will disturb us.
The Senator's State has a great city, the second in the United
States, and there are over n million consumers there. Does the
Senator believe that the tariff on wheat and on eorn and on
frozen meats and on wool and on hides will increase those
things to the farmers or live-stock men of the country?

' Mr. McCORMICK. The Senator hopes that there may be
some relief to the farmer, but, as he said a moment ago, he is
not a chronic optimist. He is less sanguine than the Senator
fr'je»'l.ni Njort;l Dakota and less pessimistie than the. Senater from
Mississippi.

Mr. HARRISON. To whatever extent it helps the farmers,
is itig)t the opinion of the Senator that the consumers must
pay it! :

Mr. McCORMICK. The Senator hopes the middlemen will
bear the burden. To that extent he is an optimist.

Mr. HARRISON, - Before the Senator takes his seat may I
propound another question? Then the Senator does not believe
that any part of the tariff will come out of the consumer,
from which tariff the farmers are going to get the benefit?

Mr. McCORMICK. Let the Senator hope. He would not.

-venture a positive opinion.

Mr, HARRISON. Does the Senafor think any part of it will
be paid by the consumers?

Mr. McCORMICE. No.

Mr. HARRISON. I will ask specifically about sugar. The
1 cent a pound tax on sugar certainly the consumers would have
to pay. Does not the Senator think that? Does not the Senator
think the 1 cent a pound on sugar will have to be paid by the
consumers? It is pretiy generally agreed by all Senators that
that is true.

Mr. McCORMICK. It is agreed, perhaps, among the Senators
from the sugar States.

Mr. HARRISON. Then the Senator from Utah [Mr. Saoor]
would agree to it.

Mr. McCORMICK. " He is from a sugar State, like the Sen-
ator from Mississippi.

Mr. HARRISON. No; the Senator from Mississippl is not
from a sugar State. They are very sweet people down there,
but there is no sugar there.

Mr. McCORMICK. I was mistaken on that point.

Mr. HARRISON. So the Senator does not know whether or
not this will inerease the price of sugar to the people?

Mr. McCORMICK. The Senator hopes not.

Mr, HARRISON., What does he think about frozen meats?

Mr. McCORMICK, He is not an expert on frozen meats,

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I will proceed; and, as I
siated before, if the contention of those who proposed this
legislation is true, namely, that the ameunts of the tariff on

| the produets upon which the tariff is imposed will help to that
' extent the farmer, cotton goods will be increased by virtue of

the provisions of this bill, as well as wool and woelen goods, in
many instances over 500 per eent; sugar will be increased 1 eent
a pound, butter 8 cents a pound, milk 2 cents a gallon and
ecream 5 cents a gallon, condensed milk 2 cents a pound. And
just think of it, the tired workman and the peor old fellow who
smokes to drive away his cares and bring back dreams of better
days is forced to pay an additional tax that will increase the
cost of his tobacco.

Hides that go into the shoes that are manufactured in this
country are increased 15 per cent. I. need not tell you that

-that will necessarily raise the already too high price of every
'pair of shoes that is purchased by the consumers of the
| country.

There are many other inereases in the bill, every one of which
ig on the necessaries of life.

So the Senators who have the matter in charge owe it to the
Senate to discuss the provisions of this bill, and they owe it
to the American people to explain and defend the consequences
that will flow from its outrageous and indefensible tax levies.

There have been some changes in the bill, it is true, but there
are no changes, as stated by the Senator from North Daketa,
respecting the tariff rates impesed on importations., And the
antidumping clause, the valuation feature, and fthe licensing
provisions are intended to increase the rates and add to the
burden of the consumers rather than to lessen them.

Every amendment that has been added to this bill since it
passed the House and the Senate at the last session has tended
to increase still more the raies on the consuming masses. Noth-

‘ing has been added that would tend to relieve them in the

slightest degree. The antidumping feature has been fully dis-
cussed in the very able and elaborate address by the distin-
guished senior Senator from North Caroling [Mr. Smrwoxs].
It was likewise ably discussed by the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. Gerry], and Senators on both sides of the aisle
agree that so far as the antidumping feature of the bill is con-
cerned it is intended under certain cirenmstances fe incredse
the rates. The worst part about the antidumping propesition
is that it is not confined to agrienltural prodncts, the subject
proposed to be considered in the pending legislation, but it
applies to every article included in the general tariff law. It
leaves nothing out. It takes them all in, and in some instances,
as was stated by the Senator from North Daketa [Mr, Me-
Cumsek] in charge of the bill, the valuatiom fenture and the
antidumping feature might increase the tariff upen certain
articles from 300 to 400 per eent.
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So the bill is worse than it was before, and those few Demo-
crats who supported it in the last Congress should remember
that, whatever excuse for their action then, there is none now,
in view of the antidumping provision and the valuation provi-
sion and the licenging provisions added to it.

The action of the majority party is very different from that
of the minority party. Here you are burdening the consumers
of the country by deceiving the farmer and trying to make him
believe that you are giving him some great benefits through the
provisions of this legislation. I will tell you what the farmer
is interested in. He is interested in obtaining some loans from
the farm loan banks. He is interested in having his land ap-
praised on which he has made application for loan, and the
application hastened for approval. During the last Congress
helpful amendments to the farm loan act were offered from
this side of the aisle. You will remember that when the case
was pending in the Supreme Court wherein the farm loan sys-
tem was attacked and its constitutionality assailed and no
bonds could be sold, and all the agents and appraisers were laid
off, and the offices closed, that it was from this sgide of the
aisle that the suggestion was made that the Treasurer of the
United States purchase $100,000,000 of the bonds so that the
system might be revived and the farmers obtain some of the
benefits. You saw and I saw the other side of the aisle oppose
it and cut it down to take care of only those applications which
had been made and which had been approved. Then we saw
later in the closing days of the last Congress the introduction
of an amendment to one of the general appropriation bills au-
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to take over $100,000,000
of the farm loan bank bonds. It passed the Senate, but it was
stricken out either in the House or in conference and did not
become a law. If that legislation had passed, there would not
be as much trouble to-day among the farmers as there is. The
responsibility for the failure to pass that amendment is upon
you, Your leaders directed that it be eliminated.

Those applications for loans could have been taken care of,
and that system would to-day be functioning if that amendment
had prevailed. So those are some of the ways in which you
could have helped the farmers, but you failed to do it. I saw,
too, Senators on the other side of the aisle opposing an amend-
ment to one of the general appropriation bills to appropriate
$100,000,000 to carry on the work of building good roads in
cooperation with the States, and that legislation was defeated,

Mr. President, if the antidumping clause in this bill prevails,
it will undo the work which this side of the Chamber did in
10813, The Senator from Wisconsin remembers that, because he
voted for the legislation and championed it over on the other
gide of the aisle. Under the leadership of the distinguished
Sepator from Alabama, who was then the leader of the ma-
jority in the House of Representatives, we saw the condition
of the farmers of the country; we knew that the great burdens
upon them were caused in part by the fact that they had to pay
too high prices for the things which they needed in order to
work and produce their crops. While everything they produced
was sold in the open competition of the world, practically speak-
ing, on everything they bought—fertilizers, farming implements,
and so forth—they had to pay a high protective tariff. So we
wanted to relieve that situation, and we passed what was known
as the farmers' free list bill. The articles that we placed upon
the free list at that time in order to help the farmers of the
country are still on the free list due to that legislation, removed
from any tax and any {ribute to certain overgrown protected
interests. If the antidumping clause of the pending bill pre-
vails, it may, if the circumstances arise—and the probabilities
are they will arise—take from the free list every one of those
articles and impose a tariff or a tax upon them, thereby in-
creasing the costs of these necessary farming articles to the
farmers of America.

Sirs, let me just cite to you some of the things that are em-
braced in that free-list schedule which really helped the farmers
of the country. I see first in order antitoxins to cure the
children from attacks of diphtheria, If the antidumping pro-
vision of the bill prevails, the time may come when there would
be imposed a protective tariff against the mothers of the land
buying at a reasonable price antitoxin and other medicines to
relieve the suffering and cure the sickness of their children.
Next, Bibles are on the free list, but if this provision in the
pending bill should prevail it might be, if the circumstances
should arise, that even those who desire to purchase a Bible
made abroad and imported into the United States would have
to pay a higher price for it, You want to prevent the sick from
being cured and the godless from being Christianized.

Fertilizers of every kind, including Chilean nitrates, are now
on the free list, but under the pending bill the time may come
and circumstances may arise that a tax be imposed making the

farmer's fertilizers cost him more. That brings to my mind
the fact that, with the exception of about eight real friends of
the farmers on the other side of the aisle, Republican Senators
in the last Congress defeated legislation that proposed to give
to the farmers cheaper fertilizers, to be manufactured at the
Muscle Shoals plant. So it is a peculiar and strange thing to
me that the men should now pose as friends of the American
farmer who have fought him throughout in every contest.
While they pretend to help him in the pending bill, they are
really taking away from him some of the advantages that are
given to him in the free-list gchedule of the Underwood-Simmons
tarift law.

Under the farmers’ free list we provided that cotton bagging,
that barbed-wire fencing, that plows, that disk harrows, that har-
vesters, that reapers, that agricultural drills, that mowers,
that horserakes, that cultivators, that thrashing machines, that
cotton gins, that machinery used in the manufacture of sugar,
that wagons, that carts, that sewing machines and needles
should come in free. I notice that the distinguished Senator
from New Hampshire [Mr, Moses] proposed an amendment in
the last Congress to put a tariff on needles, They are carried
in this free-list schedule because, if we could, we wanted to
help the housewife, the farmer's wife, the consumers of the
country, to purchase such articles at reasonable prices.

Mr. MOSES. May I call the attention of the Senator to the
fact that the needles which I wished to protect were needles
that were used in machinery in hosiery factories and not needles
that are used by the housewife? :

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; needles that are made up in New
Hampshire.

Mr. MOSES. They are, indeed.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. We did not stop in this enumeration
by naming the commodities that the farmer needed upon his
farm in order to produce his crops, but we made the language
so broad that it provided that agricultural products of every
kind should be admitted into the country free of any import
duty; yet if the pending bill passes in its presenf form, with
the antidumping clause inserted, the result would be to increase
prices to the farmers of the country. While proposing to help
them, in one instance by imposing a high tariff on farm prod-
ucts, through the antidumping clause there would be levied high
taxes upon the things that are now on the free list, and which
are necessary to the farmer to produce his crops.

Mr, MOSES. Mr. President—

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from New Hamp-
ghire. °

Mr. MOSES. Does the Senator from Mississippi mean that
the imposition of a tariff upon farm products is going to be any
detriment to the farmers themselves?

Mr. HARRISON., I am not surprised at the Senator from
New Hampshire asking me that question. The Senator from
New Hampshire can not understand how if the farmer had to
pay a tax at the customhouse—

Mr. MOSES. Upon the products which he himself raises?

Mr. HARRISON. On agricultural implements, it would hurt
him.

Mr. MOSES. “Agricultural products” is, what the Senator
from Mississippi said.

Mr, HARRISON. On agricultural implements of every kind.

Mr. MOSES. No; “agricultural products” is what the Sen-
ator said.

Mr. HARRISON., If I said “products,” I was mistaken,
because I have talked for the last half hour on agricultural
implements that are now on the free list, and which under
the antidumping provision of the pending bill may be greatly
taxed.

Mr. MOSES. I thought, if T may quote the words of Beacons-
field speaking to Gladstone, that the Senator was “ intoxicated
with the exuberance of his own vocabulary.”

Mr, HARRISON. I am glad I have detained the Senator in
the Chamber long enough for him tq hear at least a part of
my vocabulary, because the Senator from New Hampshire made
one of the most eloquent speeches during the last Congress that
I have ever listened to respecting the provisions of this bill.
It was a speech which was published in all the papers of the
country, and while it did not have much effect upon the ma-
jority side of the aisle, it was certainly filled with eloquence
and great logic. It showed that the Senator is a real states-
man, and that he is not willing because needles are manufac-
tured in his State to swallow all other indefensible propositions
that might be handed to him in order to get protection on them.
I should like to read that speech.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, before the Senator reads if, will
he allow me to interrupt him?

— —
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis-
sippi yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. HARRISON. I can not yield now; I will yield in a few
moments,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi
declines to yield.

Mr. HARRISON, I want to read from the great speech that
was made in the last Congress by the Senator from New Hamp-
shire [Mr. Mosks], whieh is found on page 3252 of the Cox-
GRESSIONAL REcorp of February 16, 1921. In speaking of the
emergency tariff bill then pending before Congress, which was
sh;lﬂar to the pending bill, the Senator from New Hampshire
said:

Mr, President, this bill baving been described to meet an emergency,
the emergency is presented to the Senate in a most one-sided manner. 1
insist, as an all-around proteetionist along the lines stated by the Sena-
tor from New Jersey [Mr. Epce], that if an emergency exists with refer-
ence to Ameriean industry and trade, it exists in all branches as well as
in the few which have been singled out for special favor, and that
a5 national legislators, should eonsider all of them. The proposal
which I make in the amendment now pending is to apply, during the 10
months in which the pending bill purgaes to operate, all of the duties
contained in the last Republican tarif measure which was adopﬁ a
tariff which was ammmtectlve for every industry which it touc a
tarif which was pr med to the country as the best tariff measure
ever drawn, a tariff measure which was framed, in part at least, and
voted for and upheld by 14 Senators still remaining on this side of the
aisle, who can not have forgotten the panegyrics with which they cov-
ered that measure, and to whom I now appeal to give us, in the 10
months through which the pending bill purpeses to operate, a complete
wall of tarHf ?robecuun for all ind , behind which the Comgress
may proceed leisurely and scientifically to draw a tariff bill fitted to all
emergencies and which may be permanent law during many years to
come,

- L L] - ® -

]

I am trying to make an appeal to my protectionist brethren on this
side of the aisle to support it, because it can not be that the measure
now before us in the , in which It now stands, and to which 1 can
never give my vote, can be adequately defemded by asnmody. It is
regarded very generally as a measure which is indef e. Private
conversation ameng Senators shows that to be the fact. It has been
admitted almost in terms by Senators who have speken in its favor
upon the floor. It is a bill—

That is this bill—

that grows out of an unwise yieldlniet%&msm whieh was applied at
the other end of the Capitel. It is t prg:f of a union between the
cotton field, the sugar-cane brake, the rice paddy of one section of the
country, and the sheep rum, the cattle range, and the wheat field of
another section. It is & misshapen brat at best. It is lopsided, it is
blind, it is deaf, it is bandy-l d, and it suffers from congenital
economic rickets. It is miscon ve&. hagborn, and, to cﬂmpm the
characterization, ditch delivered. Republican Senators ean mot go to
the country upon such & proposition.

That is the best speech the Senafor ever made.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis-
sippi yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; I yield.

Mr. MOSES. I am glad that my periods have fallen so pleas-
ingly on the ear of the Senator from Mississippi, and I can
only wish that upon the original delivery of the speech I could
have delivered it with the force which he has now given to my
restrained words in dealing with this measure.

I assume, Mr. President, that the Senator is endeavoring to
wring from me some sort of recantation; that he wishes me to
state that I have changed my opinion about the bill.

Mr. HARRISON. No; I do not think the Senator ever
changes his opinion.

Mr. MOSES. I have no intention of changing my opinion en
this measure; I have no infention of voting for it; and I hope
before the debate upon it closes that I may have the opportunity
to offer once more a few well-chosen and wholly restrained com-
ments upon what I believe to be its main features, particularly
the last sections of the bill.

Mr. HARRISON. I am very sure the Senator will make a
most eloguent speech.

The pending bill is supposed to be a general bill to take eare
of every industry in the comntry, so far as the agricultural
interests are concerned. Word has gone out that it can net be

amended.

This bill provides that eotton with a staple of 1§ inches shall
carry a tariff of 7 cents a pound. That is the provision of the
hill. Now, let me read from the report of the committee, to see
whether or not the committee that drafted this proposition
really intends and desires to be fair with every seetion and
every interest in the country.

I am reading from the report prepared by Mr. Youse, from
the Committee on Ways and Means, and submitted to the House
of Representatives. He says:

ta ill pro: ;
onTcnu%tgﬁjg‘aestapie of w]ﬂghbwasp Iﬁ:hﬁ%%oiam 4
the opinion—

Says this report—
that the minimum length of staple on which the tariff is to be levied
should be 13 inches,

r pound
e are of

I am reading this to the Senator from Utah. I just want to
call the attention of the Senator from Utah te this matter a
mement. This bill earries a tariff of 7 cents a pound on cotton
the staple of which is 1§ inches in length. 1s that right?

Mr, SMOOT. That is correet.

Mr. HARRISON. Tbhe report of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee of the House says:

1. The Young emergency tariff bill proposes a duty of T cents per
pound on cotton the staple of which was 1§ inches and longer. We are
of the opinion that the minimum length of le en which the tariff
is to be levied should be 13 inches, and that the duty should be increased
from 7 cents to not less than 10 cents ﬁr&%ﬂ.ﬂd.

2. Long-staple cotton is produeed United Btates in certain
favored areas, the most important of which are Arizena and California,
in the Delta of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, in Texas and
Oklahoma, in South Carel and to a limited extent in other cotton-
Drodnclngt States. The long-staple cotton produced In these areas has
to compete with imported cottons, especia with those produced In
Egypt and Pern, )

3. Long-staple cotton is required for certain specific purposes, such
as the manufacture of automobile tire fabrics, for mercerized hosiery
and underwear, for sewing thread, for lawns and ladies' dress
and for the finer numbers of yarns. It {s highly desirable to develop our.
production of extra staple cotton te meet the requirements of Ameriecan
manufacturers of such products.

4. Large areas of land in this country are available for the produc-
tion of extra staple cotton, but because of the costs of reclamation, frri-
gation, and the high ndards of living and cost of laber, the cost of
production of such eotton in the United States is high and our producers
need a protective tariff to equalize the cost of preduction abroad with
that in the United States.

5. While no official data are available, it is estimated that the cost
of producing long-staple cotton in Arizona and California is 52.6 cents
B‘: pound and the cost of producing long-staple cettan in the Mississippi

1ta and elsewhere in the cotton belt is about 33 cents per pound.

6. In the table following are presented quotations on the selling price
of Sakeliaridis and American Egyptinn cottons. It will be ob-~
served that on h 15 the price of fully geod Sakellaridis was 35§
cents and good fair Sakellaridis 26% cents, c¢. i. 1., landed Boston, and
that American Egyptian cotton of No. 2 grade was quoted at 26§ cents
and Neo. 3 grade at 251 cents, Boston. Such prices are far below
the estimated cost of production of cotten in Arizana and California.
It should be pointed out further from the table that the prices of good
fair Sakellaridis and No. 2 Arizena Egyptian have been praetically
indentical since November 13 last. In other words, the price of good
fair Sakellaridis seems to fix the of American Hgyptian cotton. No

rice quotations are available for upper Egyptian cotton, but it is
Enown to be a fact that * upper Egyptian* cottons compete directly
with American cettons of staple lengths bhetween and 1% inches.

7. The freight rate on cotton from Alexandria, t. to Doston,
Mass., is 90s. per ton of 40 cubic feet, or approximately 70 cents per
hundred pounds. The freight rate from Calfornia to Boston is §1.88
per hundred- pounds, and from Memphis, Tenn., to Boston is 653 cents
per hundred pounds.

8, Enactment of a tariff which wounld give pretection to cotton of 1%
inches staple and longer would serve to encourage the production of
superior varieties of cotton in the United States and would tend to im-
prove the character of the Ameriean cotton ecrop.

9. Producers of ]unﬁ-sta.ple cotton have faced adverse market condi-
tions in the sale of year's erop and are said to have on hand a large

rt of last year's preduction. Accordingly it is believed that the pro-

ueer would receive the benefit of whatever protection that might he
conferred by the proposed tariff measure,

10, In the second table figures are Presenfmi which show the esti-
mated production of long-staple cotton in the United States and in the
world, and also the imports into the United States of Egyptian and
Peruvian cotton, which constitute practically all of the imports into
this ecountry of cotton of 1} inches or longer in staple. Im passing it
may Dbe stated that small quantities of staple cotton are imported into
the United States from Mexico and the West es, but exact statisties

.are not available from these countries.

The proposition that I want to ask the Senator about is jhis:
When the report of the Ways and Means Committee, if they can
justify a tariff on any lengih of coiten, says that it should be
11 inches, and the bill carries a duty on cotton with a staple of
1% inches, why is it that they did not make it 1§ inches?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dees the Senater from Mis-
sissippi yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. HARRISON. I do.’

Mr. SMOOT. The only cotton to speak of that is imported
into the United States—and that is the Egyptian long-staple
cotton—has a staple running from 1§ te 1§ inches. The Fi-
nance Committee and also the House committee in this report
decided that the enly protection that was needed to cotton at
all was against cotton that was imported into this eountry ; and
I will say to the Senator that 1% inches is rather a short staple
for what is ealled long-staple cotton. The Egyptian ecotton
that is raised in Arizona has a staple running from 1§ to 1§
inches. Nearly all of the Egyptian cotton that is imported into
the United States has a staple of 1f inches, and there is no
necessity of applying the duty to 1§, There is a little 1§ cotton

‘raised in America outside of Arizena, in Alabama and certain

parts of Mississippi.

Mr. HARRISON. As the Senator understands, I am not
taking issue with the Senator on the propriety of not putting a
tariff on 1i-inch cotton. The Senator understands that I am
against protection of every kind, but what I am asking the
Senator is why in a report of the Ways and Means Committee
of the House they say that the tariff should be 10 cents a pound
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on cotton 1} inches in length to 1% inches in length, and you
write a bill making it 1§ inches?

My, SMOOT. Because cotton with a staple of 1§ inches is
the only cotton that is imported into this country that comes
into competition at all with cotton grown in the United States.

AMr. HARRISON. But the Committee on Ways and Means
says that the 13-inch cotton comes into competition.

Mr, SMOOT. The Finance Committee of the Senate did not
think it did.

Mr. HARRISON., Then the Senator from Utah states that
the facts as stated in the report of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee of the House are not true so far as cotton is concerned?

Mr. SMOOT, I would not say that,

Air. HARRISON. Well, that they are incorrect?

Mr. SMOOT. I would not say that they are not true. I
think perhaps you could find a negligible quantity of cotton
that comes in that is not 1§ inches in length ; but I want to say
to the Senator that if it does come here it is because of a mis-
take in shipping that class of cotton, and it would be a very low-
grade Egyptian cotton with a staple of 1% inches. There may
be a few bales; I do not know; but there is no necessity of
protecting it,

Mr. HARRISON, The strange thing to me is that here the
Ways and Means Committee of the House and the Finance Com-
mittee of the Senate in their report state that a tariff shounld be
placed on cotton with a staple between 1% inches and 1§ inches
in length, that it competes with certain cottons from other coun-
tries, and yet the House did not place it at 1§ inches in length;
it put it at 1% inches. Why did they write a report and state
one thing, while in their bill they do not take care of the situa-
tion with respect to cotton with a staple less than 1% inches in
length? ’

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know whether the Senator is reading
from the report on the original bill or not.

Mr, HARRISON, I am reading from the Young report, that
was filed with this bill recently.

Mr. SMOOT. That is the later report.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. I think that report was made upon ihe basis of
the report that was first made in the House. If the Senator will
remember, when the bill came from the House it did carry a
tariff on cotton 1} inches in length, and the report was made up
on that, but it was changed in the Senate to 1§ inches.

Mr. HARRISON. No; this report says:

The Young emergency tariff bill i)ruBloses a duty of 7 cents per pound
on cotton the staple of which was 1§ inches and longer.

Then it goes on and says that the tariff ought to be on cotton
1% inches in length. Now, what I am trying to get at is this:
In drafting the bill, if they say it is going to be general in
character and take care of all agricultural products, and they
make a statement like that, why did they not put a tariff on
cotton the staple of which is 1} inches in length? All of their
argument is to support the proposition that there should be a
tariff on cotton the staple of which is 1} inches in length. I
can not imagine any sectional feeling entered into it.

Mr, SMOOT. I think perhaps the reason why it was the
gamesas it was in the last session is that the bill was to be
reported and pass the House and pass the Senafe without
changing it from the rates as agreed to in conference, and the
1¢ inches was agreed to in conference. :

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator offer that as a justifica-
tion for this action—that this was done simply because they
wanted to stand by a rate carried in a previous bill?

Mr, SMOOT. No; I am not trying to justify it at all. The
Renator asked for the reason, and that is one reason.

Mr. HARRISON, Does not the Senator think that is a pretty
bad reason?

Mr. SMOOT, No; I do not, because I think cotton with a
staple of 1% inches is the proper length of staple of cotton to
protect. I think the Senator.is wrong in the position he takes,

Mr. HARRISON. I can understand how the Senator, then,
could be in favor of its being 1§ inches; he believes that; but
here is the Ways and Means Committee of the House stating
that it ought to be put on 1% cotton; and they put it on 1§
cotton.

Mr, SMOOT. The only thing I can say is that the Senator
from Utah disagrees with the coneclusions of the members of
the House Ways and Means Committee.

Mr. HARRISON. Well, that is the way this bill is drafted.
That is the kind of reports that are thrown in here and on
which we are asked to vote. Z

You will see, therefore, that the new Members and all of us
are asked to vote on a measure based on a report that contra-
dicts the bill it supports,

Mr. President, I am not going to occupy much more of the
time of the Senate. I want to argue one or two more proposi-
tions and then I am through.

When  this bill was before the House and the Senate in
December, it was offered as an emergency measure. It was
sald: ¥ We want to pass it immmediately, in order fo take care of
the present situation. There are conditions confronting this
country that must be met. There are great importations of wool
that are coming into the United States. There are great im-
portations of wheat and of rice and of live stock and of all
these things, and as an emergency measure we must put up a
wall here quickly in order to protect the American farmer.”
That was the argument.

Mr. SMOOT rose.

hMl‘. HARRISON. Does the Senator want to ask me sonte-
thing?

Mr. SMOOT. No; I was simply going to say to the Senator
that that condition exists to-day, but in an exaggerated form.

Mr. HARRISON. I am going to show the Senator that it
does not exist. That is just what I am going to argue.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator, no doubt, has received letters
from importers of wool begging that an amendment be made to
this bill, so that it will not apply to wools contracted hefore
the 1st day of April; and yet in the last three months more
than 137,000,000 pounds of wool have conre into the United
States, and if it goes another two months there will be enough
wool in the United States to last the United States for over
two vears and a half. If that is not an emergency, I do not
know what is.

I will not take the time of the Senator now to go into the
ofher items mentioned,

Mr. HARRISON. I am very glad to have gotten that state-
ment, because I expect to show just the contrary before I finish.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator can not show the contrary.

Mr. HARRISON. Well, wait and you will see. That bears
exactly on the point I am going to argue now. I am glad the
Senator is in here. . He has not been in very much. He has been
busy on committee work, T know.

Mr. SMOOT. T have heen here all the time, with the exception
of this morning.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator has been engaged on com-
mittee work.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, T want to change the figures of
137,000,000 pounds, as I have the report up to March 1, 1921—
that is, January, February, and March—to 162,158,546 pounds.

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President, in December the statement
was made, and it is reiterated now, that there was an emergency
existing and that they were afraid there would be such a flood
of importations into this country of wool, wheat, sugar, and vari-
ous other agricultural products, that they needed a tariff to pro-
tect them, so the cloture rule was attempted to be forced on us
in order to pass the bill quickly. That bill was defeated purely
because the President vetoed it. If that bill had been signed
and had become a law the Democratic minority might have been
in a very peculiar position right now in the eyes of the country.

Importations have fallen off instead of increasing, as was
prophesied by the Senator from Utah and other Senators in sup-
port of this proposition.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes: but not in the case of the items that this
bill covers,

Mr. HARRISON,
imports:

In October, 1920, 1,415,000 pounds came into this country. In
November, 497,000 pounds came in. In December, quite a
large amounf came in—3,082,000 pounds. In January, 1921,
1,140,000 pounds eame in, In February, 487,000 pounds came
in. In March, 369,000 pounds of wool came in. There was a
falling off.

Mr. SMOOT. No; Mr. President.

Mr. HARRISON. Well, these are the figures of the Tarift
Commission up here, the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic

Here are the items in regard to wool

Commerce. If the Senator has something different, T do not
know.

Mr, SMOOT. I quote figures from the Department of Com-
merce.

Mr. HARRISON. That is where these came from. It may
be, since you have got your new crowd up there, that I can not
get correct figures. I do not know about that.

Mr. SMOOT. This is for the eight months of last year, 1920.
It was printed before ever the new crowd was there.

Mr: HARRISON. I know, but you have not the figures for
the last few months, have you?

Mr. SMOOT. Yesterday I asked for the importations for
January, February, and March of 1921.

Mr. HARRISON. That is what I did yesterday.

i
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Alr, SMOOT. And they show 162,158,546 pounds.

Mr. HARRISON. They gave me for the month of January,
1921, as 1 stated, 1,140,000 pounds; for February, 487,000
pounds; and for March, 360,000 pounds, showing a falling off
of nearly 300 per cent.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis-
sippl yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. HARRISON. I do.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. This reminds me of a very inter-
esting incident occurring here in the Senate quite a number of
vears ago, when Senator Carter, of our State, was a Member
of this body. As in this instance, upon identically the same
question, essentially different figures were furnished by the
two Departments of the Government, which gave rise to con-
siderable discussion here as to which were the correct figures,
Senator Carter had a reputation of being something of a com-
promiser, and he proposed that the two sets of figures be aver-
aged and the result accepted by the Senate.

Mr. SMOOT. The former Senator from Montana, Mr. Car-
ter, may have accepted that during his lifetime, but the Sen-
ator from Utah does not compromise when he knows that the
figures are correct, and I can tell the Senator from Montana
now and the Senator from Mississippi the amount I named is
correct, namely, 162,158,546 pounds. Mr. President, that is the
amount of wool that came into this country in January, Febru-
ary, and March, 1921,

Mr. HARRISON. What is the figure given by the Senator?

Mr. SMOOT, One hundred and sixty-two million one hun-
dred and fifty-eight thousand five hundred and forty-six pounds.

Mr. HARRISON. In January, February, and March?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes,

Mr. HARRISON. That was wool?

Mr. SMOOT. That was wool. \

Mr. HARRISON. According to the figures they furnished
me, in January, 1921, as I stated before, there were 1,140,000
pounds, and in February a falling off down to 487,000 pounds,
and in March down to 369,000 pounds imported. The Senator
may have just taken them all together, or these figures may apply
to only one grade of wool. Has the Senator stated them by
months? ;

Mr. SMOOT. I have them here by classes, Mr. President,
for the three months, and I got them direct from the depart-
ment. ]

Mr. HARRISON. What I am trying to get at is this: Was
there a falling off in the Senator's figures in the month of
February from the month of January, and was there a falling
off in March from February? The point I am pressing is con-
stant decrease in the importations of wool.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I should think there would be a
falling off in February and March, because of the fact that
when it was thought in the United States that there was going
to be a tariff upon wool the orders ceased, and, of course, that
left the months of Febrnary and March, the time when those
wools would have arrived here if they had been ordered during
those months, with few arrivals.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That inference might seem justi-
fiable, but I have upon my desk this morning two letters from
manufacturers of woolen goods in the State of New York.

Mr. SMOOT. I think I have copies of the letters.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Who tell that they made pur-
chases in the month of March.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes: but they did not arrive here,
talking about the wool that has arrived here.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. They made purchases in the month
of March of wool, not yet having arrived, so that I think it is
not quite true that purchases ceased when the other bill had
passed. A

Mr. SMOOT. There is not any doubt but what purchases
ceased, Mr. President, and that began even in November. You
can not buy wool from Australin and have it fly here the next
day. It takes months to get if, and the purchases ceased in
November and December, so the importations of wool in Feb-
ruary and March fell off, because if the wool had been pur-
chased in November and December it would have arrived here
in February and March, and I ecalled the attention of the Sena-
tor from Mississippi to the letters to which the Senator from
Montana has just referred. I suppose every Senator received
them. After the President vetoed the bill they began to pur-
chase wool again, and now they are asking that amendment be
made to this bill, so that all wools purchased anywhere in the
world under contract up to April 1 shall come in free,

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I am very glad the Senator
from Utah has admitted that the importations of wool into the
United States in the month of February fell off from the month

We are

of January and that the importations in March fell off from
the month of February.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I admitted it, and I gave the reasons why,

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President, I understand the Senator’s
reasons, and I am going to give the reasons to the contrary.
I offer these reasons merely to show that the importations of
wool had been on the decline since December, and this bill was
proposed in December in order to keep out the great flood of
importations that they said then were coming here. The pie-
ture the Senator from Utah at that time drew was most im-
pressive; he waxed eloquently, describing how shiploads of
wools were coming in and how it would drive down the prices,
Let us see what the price of wool was in the last three months.
It may be that again the Senator’s figures are different from
mine, If I can not get correct figures at the departments since
the new régime has come in, I shall be running over to the
Senator's office and have him get the figures for me,

The price of fine unwashed delaine wool in December, 1920,
was 47 cents. On April 80, 1921, the price was 41 cents, a fall-
ing off in price of 6 cents a pound. The general range of prices
of all grades of wool in December was 48 cents, and on April
30, 1921, it was around 41 cents, If the bill had become a law
in January and the importations had fallen off, as they have
fallen off, then Republican Senators would have claimed much
relief from the measure. The object of their bill was to in-
crease the price of wool for the woolgrowers and to keep out
importations. An examination of the facts shows that the price
has not increased, although importations of that product have
fallen off immeasurably. The contrary is proven from the facts
of what was predicted by proponents of the legislation.

The Senator from Utah smiles. I am glad to see him smile,
He is in a good humor when he smiles. The Senator evidently
does not agree with me about that.

Mr, SMOOT. I really smiled at the statement the Senator
made.

Mr, HARRISON. Maybe the Senator would not have made
that kind of an argument, but most Republicans would. Of
course, the Senator travels on a higher plane and he would not
use that kind of an argument, but most Republicans would have
used that kind of an argument,

You said you were going to keep out increased importations
by the passage of the bill, and even though the bill failed the
importations of wool have fallen off, according to the statement
of the Senator himself. And when the importations fell off you
predicted the price of wool would go up, and what happened
was that importations fell off and the price did not increase, but
went down. The results have been just the contrary of what
the Senator from Utah and others predicted.

Now, I pass to wheat. We heard the Senator from North Da-
kota in December talking about the great importations of wheat
that were threatening to come into this country. We find that
in December 11,185,000 bushels came in, and in January, 1921, it
had fallen down to 4,504,000 bushels, and in March down to
2,671,000 bushels. So it did not take any tariff on wheat to
bring it down, but the importations decreased from December,

‘when there were 11,000,000 bushels, down to March, when there

were 2,000,000, even though the emergency bill failed. Yet if
the emergency tariff bill had become a law and the importations
had deecreased that way, the Republicans would have claimed all
the credit for the fact.

But that is not all; you contended that the price of wheat was
going up when the importations fell off. Now, let us see whether
or not-the price did go up when the importations went off,
December 15, 1920, the cash sale price of No. 1 hard winter
wheat was $1.755 per bushel. April 29, 1921, the price was $1.46
a bushel, a falling off, in other words, of approximately 30 cents
a bushel. So the very reverse results have followed ; that while
the importations fell off in those two months from practically
11,000,000 bushels down to 2,000,000 bushels, the price of wheat
declined also.

If the bill had become law and importations ceased and the
price had gone up, you would have claimed the eredit; but, sirs,
youn can not claim if now, because the importations have fallen
off and the price has decreased at the same fime. If your con-
tention had been true, that fo prevent importation into this
country of wheat and of wool would have increased the price of
those products to the farmers of the country, then that would
have been revealed when imrportations fell off. But the contrary
is proven, because the prices of those products have decreased. .

Mr. President, if you Republican Senators were so anxious
to do something for the American farmer, why did you not do
something in 1919 when you took conirol of the legisiative
branch of the Government?

Mr. SMOOT, That is easily answered, if the Senator wants
to know,
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Mr, HARRIISON. Yes; I would like to have the Senator an-
swer if.,

Mr, SMOOT. What would have been the use of passing reg-
islation through this body when we knew there was a President
at the other end of the Avenue who would veto it?

Mr. HARRISON. Why did you propose it in December, then,
three months before the time he was going out? Was it a piece
of hypocrisy you were trying to practice on the people? Were
you trying to deceive them by any such thing as that?

Mr. SMOOT. Noj; Mr. President. If we had passed a tariff
bill in 1919 it would have been a general tariff bill, and we knew
that there was a large majority of Democratic Senators who
were in favor of an emergency tariff bill, as demonstrated by
the vote in the House and in this body.

Mr, HARRISON, Why were they not in favor of it in 1919%

Mr. SMOOT, The President of the United States in the
meantime had given notice that there were certain industries
here which ought to be taken care of, and we had every reason
to believe he would sign the bill, and we put it up to him, and
he vetoed it.

Mr. HARRISON, The argument of the Senator is this, that
when the Republicans controlled the House and the Senate, in
1919, when the importations were much greater than they were
in 1920, very much greater, as I shall show from the figures
here, the reason why they did not pass a tariff bill was that
they were afraid the President might veto it. If that was true
then it was true in December last, because Wilson was Presi-
dent in 1919 as he was President in 1920. The Senator shakes

his head. President Wilson was President in 1919, when the:

Republicans took charge of the House and Senate, and he was
President in December, 1920,

Mr. SMOOT. There is no question about that, but they were
two entirely different propositions. One of them would have
been a regular tariff bill. The other was an emergency tariff
bill. One was right after the armistice was signed, when con-
ditions had not changed materially from what they were during
the war period. But later they had changed, and it developed
that we had to have some protection for our industries through
an emergency tariff bill, and that is the reason the action was
taken.

Mr. HARRISON. Now, let me show some further unwarranted
deductions from this bill, and the unreasonable arguments of
its proponents in support of it as a revenue producer. Let us
take peanuts, for instance. The rate on peanuts under the
present law is three-quarters of a cent a pound. The rate
under the proposed Fordney-Young bill is increased to' 3 cents
a pound. In the year 1920 there were imported of shelled
peanuts, with a duty of three-fourths of a cent a pound, 110,
000,000 pounds. But the committee’s report of the last session,
and used in connection with the report this session, states that
under this bill, with the rate four times the present rate, there
will be imported 146,847,000 pounds.

I do not understand the logic of that proposition. If 110,-
000,000 pounds came in in 1920, and the rate was just three-
fourths of a cent a pound, how do you expect to get 146.000,000
pounds when the rate is to be 3 cents? If you expect the legis-
lation to keep out these increased importations, why do you
figure that so much greater a quantity of peanuts will come in?

Let us go down the list to something else. Take peanut oil,
for instance. In 1920 the rate was 6 cents a gallon on peanut
oil. There were imported into the United States 12.683,000
gallons. According to this proposition, the rate will be 26 cents
a gallon, four times as high, and you say there will be im-
ported 16,667,000 gallons. In other words, there will be
4,000,000 more gallons, with the rate four times as high, coming
in under this bill as came in in 1920. If the object is to keep
some of these goods from coming into this country, then by
your own statement you prove it will not work that way, but
we will import more into this country.

Take cottonseed oil: In 1920, with cottonseed oil on the free
list, we imported practically 9,000,000 pounds. In this report,
with 20 cents a gallon, or 2} cents a pound, on cottonseed oil you
estimate that there will be 96,000,000 pounds imported into this
country.

'1‘81:2 rice: The existing rate on rice is 1 cent a pound. One
hundred and eleven million gix hundred and ninety-four thou-
gand pounds came in in 1920, You raise the rate to 2 cents and
you figure that 145,000,000 pounds of rice will come in under
this bill. Is the object to keep some out or is it to encourage
more to come in?

Take corn: In 1920 corn was on the free list, and we imported
into this eountry 7,744,000 bushels. You estimate that under
this bill, with a 15 cents a bushel tariff on it, 9,175,000 bushels
will come in.

In 1920, with wool on the free list, there were imported, of
washed wool, less than 8000,000 pounds. In this report you
estimate that with a 80 cents a pound tariff on it 95,000,000
pounds of wool will come in. You increase the rates, increase
the protection, and it encourages a larger importation into this
country, according to your estimates, I wonder what you are
getting at anyhow. Some of your champions of this measure
state that the rates proposed are so high importations will be
prevented and practically an embargo will be erected; others
contend, as shown by this report on estimated revenues, that
the high rates will enconrage importations and they will greatly
increase. In view of these contradictions, some of us do not
know what you believe and doubt that you know yourselves.

Of course, we would naturally surmise that these higher
rates are intended to lessen importations., If they did not, then
your whole theory fails. You have cited these estimates merely
to fool some Democrats to believe that they can defend their
position of espousing it as a revenue producer. You know that
the rates in this bill are high and made purposely so that im-
portations be decreased. You know, too, that not only will im-
portations be decreased but in mest instances the rates are so
high that they will operate as a complete prohibition, The
assertions in this report touching revenue are incorrect, mis-
leading, and deceptive.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I have been out of the

. Chamber at lunch a few moments and I wish to inguire if the

gﬁlnator from Mississippi has touched the item of cotton in the
? :

Mr. HARRISON. No; I have not discussed at length.the
item of cotton. I have discussed none of its specific provisions.

Mr. McKELLAR. It provides that cotton having a staple of
18 or more inches in length shall pay 7 cents a pound. If it is
the purpose to keep out Egyptian cotton that will not do it,
so I am reliably informed by experts in the cotton business.

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President—

Mr. McKELLAR. What purpose can that possibly have
unless it is to fool the unwary?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr., Goobing in the chair).
Does the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from
Kansas?

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly.

Mr. CURTIS. I simply rose to state that the Senator from
Arizona [Mr. Asgourst] has given notice that he will discuss
that question on Monday.

Mr. McKELLAR. I am told by an expert in the cotton busi-
ness that a tariff on a staple of 1§ inches will not keep out
Egyptian cotton at all, and that short-staple cotton does not
come in, so this provision is mere surplusage in the bill if he is
correct about it. It does not do any cotton farmer any good,
The Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] shakes his head to indicate
that this assertion is not correct, and I shall be very glad to
have a statement from him as to what is really proposed in the
bill.

Mr., SMOOT, I think we had better discuss it when the
Senator from Arizona brings it up on Meonday, although the

-Senator from Mississippi and I have discussed it somewhat, and

I dislike to repeat that discussion.

Mr, McKELLAR. Very well; I will look in the Recorp and
see what was said by the Senators on this subject while I was
out of the Chamber.

While I am on my feet, if the Senator from Mississippi does
not object, I should like to read just a few lines from a state-
ment by Mr. Joseph Newburger, who is a friend of both the
Senator from Mississippl and myself, and who is one of the best-
posted men in the South on cotton. He says in a letter to me:

i 1 in b-
Head B‘{ﬁ e AL s
we are ng to keep out. If the bill would read 1} cotton we would
keep out all tian cotton, as there is from 200,000 to 300,000 bales
that come to country annually, and the tarlf on 13-ineh cotfon
would help us materially in the Delta.

He evidently knows what he is talking about. He has been
in the cotton business all hig life, He has raised cotton, bought
cotton, and sold cotton, He is a man of fine intelligence and
has studled this question thoroughly. He knows just what
kind of catton is raised in the Delta. He understands thor-
oughly what this provision of the bill means, and he says it
will be of no value to the cotton farmer. He knows the length
of all Mississippi staples, Arizona staples, Florida staples,
Egyptian staples, and all other staples, and when he says this
provision of the bill will not keep out Egyptian cotton we can
be assured that he is correct about ii.

Mr. SMOQT. He is mistaken when he says the Egyptian
cotton with a staple of only 1} inches coming in would amount
to 300,000 bales. I will say to the Senater that almost the
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whole of it is 18 to 1% inch staple. Another thing, if the
Senator will permit me, he should take into consideration
section 17 of the bill, reading as follows:

Manufactures of which cotton of the kind provided for in pamgragul:

6 is the component material of chief value, T cents per pound,
addition to the raies of duty imposed thereon by existing law,

That would mean that there would be 7 cenis a pound on
about all cotton goods imported in the United States, whether
it be from Egyptian cotton or not, if we should allow the staple
to be reduced to 1% inches,

Mr. McKELLAR. Of course, the Senator wounld not say that
this tax in favor of the manufacturers of cotton would help
the growers of cotton. I understand the bill is intended to be
in the interest of the farmers primarily, but in this instance
it will not help the cotton farmers at all and will only help
the manufacturers of cotton. There is a joker in these two
provisions. The duty on one and three-eighths cotton will not
mean anything because it will not keep Egyptian cotton out.
Section 17 puts a duty of 7 cents on the manufactured cotton
goods, and therefore the manufacturer of goods made out of
BEgyptian cotton less than one and three-eighths in staple and
coming in free will be given this bounty of T cents a pound.
This bill is certainly not framed in the interest of the cotton
farmer.

Mr, SMOOT. The 7 cents a pound will apply to 1#-inch
cotton, and that cotton is raised in Arizona. There is a small
amount raised in Alabama and some in a portion of Mississippi,
but those are about the only States that raise cotton with a
1&-Inch staple.

Mr. HEFLIN. There is some raised in South Carolina,

Mr, SMOOT. There is a little in South Carolina, but if is
so small an amount I do not know whether it is really worth
mentioning.

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator from Mississippi will permit
me to reply to the Senator from Utah just a word further, if
it was the purpose to help cotton generally, the one and three-
eighths provision should be reduced to 1% inches in length of
staple, of course, because we all know that substantially no
other cotton except the Ilgyvptian cotton comes in. Eegyptian
cotton is all, or substantiaily all, less than 1% inches, according
to Mr. Newburger., Mr. Newburger is one of the most accom-
plished cotton nren in this country. I will back his assertion
on this subject. When he says much of Egyptian cotton is less
than 1% inches in length, we can be sure he is right.

Mr, SMOOT. Less than 1§ inches?

Mr. McKELLAR., Yes. There is very little Egyptian cotton,
s0 he says, that is mrore than 1§ inches in length in staple. The
most of it is less,

Mr. SMOOT. The gentleman is wrong if he says the great
bulk of Egyptian cotton is one and one-eighth staple.

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no; he does not say that. He says it
is less than one and three-eighths, and if that is true the bill
will keep out only a very small portion of cotton, which will
not affect the American long-staple cotton at all. There is a
marvelous and tremendous . difference between 1i-inch ecotton
and 1§-inch cotton,

Mr. SMOOT., I.wish to assure the Senator that the gentle-
man is mistaken if he made that statement. There nmy be
some Egyptian cotton that is a little less than 1§ inches that is
imported into this country and used in clothing in a mixture of
wool in low-grade clothes, but it is so small in amount that it
is practically insignificant. The Egyptian cotton is between
1% and 1§ inch staple, and I think that every man in the South
who knows anything about the staple of cotton will admit that
to be the fact,

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator from Mississippi will per-
mit me to ask the Senator from Utah another question, I think
we can seitle the matter. The Senator from Utah is a member
of the committee. As I understand the Senator from Utah, it is
the purpose to keep out the Egyptian cotton, is it not?

Mr. SMOOT. It is not the purpose to keep out Egyptian
cotton. It is the purpose to protect the long-staple cotton in-
dustry in the United States. That industry has not grown to
any particular extent until the last few years. That is the
purpose of the provision. The 1§-inch staple provision will pro-
tect our American long-staple cotton.

Mr, McKELLAR, If it is tLe purpose to protect the long-
staple cotton, why not change the provision to one and one-
eighth, the provision named in the bill, so that it will protect
that long-staple cotton? Of course, I differ entirely with the
Senator in his views on protection. I do not believe in the pro-
tective theory, but if he is so desirous to do the long-staple
cotton grower some good, why does he not arrange that provi-
sion of the bill so it will protect him? Why put if in the bill
when it will protect him in practically no degree at all? The

cotton men down South probably know more about this subject
than the Senator from Utal, though my good friend is an ex-
pert on most subjects. The fact is there is an immense amount
of long staple cotton grown along the Mississippi River in what
is known as the Delta; a very great deal of it is grown there,
and under the provisions of the bill that cotion grown in the
Mississippi Valley and practically no other American cotton is
protected at all. The provision is merely a matter of sur-
plusage in the bill. Tt may catch some staples, but I do not
see how it is possible under the information furnished by Mr.
Newburger,

Mr. SMOOT. It will protect the long-staple cotton of Missis-
sippi. It will protect the long-staple cotton of Arizona. It will
protect the long-staple cotton of Alabama. It is not proposed
to protect the short-staple cotton.

Mr. McKELLAR. It could not cateh any other kind of
staple, because no other kind of staple comes into this ceuntry.
If you made the provision 1 inch in length or three-quarters of
an inch in length, you would not keep any cotton out except the
long-staple Egyptian cotton, because that is the only cotton
which comes in. No short-staple cotton comes into this country,
or substantially none, i

Mr. HARRISON. Before the Senator from Tennessee came
into the Chamber I had discussed the report of the House Ways
and Means Committee on this proposition, and in their report, if
the Senator will read it, he will find that the committee said
there should be protection on cotton 1{ inches in length and: up,
but as it has been brought into the: Senate the bill provides 1%
inches. They stated in the report what the Senator from Ten-
nessee now states, but the Senator from Utah takes issue on
that proposition. Of course, the bill carrying a duty on cotton
of 1% inches in length gives a complete answer to the insincerity -
of the proponents of this legislation as expressed in their report
that they desired to deal fairly with the agricultural interests
of every section and that cotton of 1% inches in length needed
protection. This is in keeping with the record of Republican
leadership.

Mr, SMOOT. There is another thing 1 wish to say to the
Senators that the House Members I think did not take into con-
sideration when first establishing the 1}-inch staple. The ad-
ministration of imposing a tax on cotton goods imported into
this country under section 17, if the staple was 1% inches, would
be impossible. No one could tell in 90 per cent of the goods
that would be shipped into this country whether the staple was
11 inches or 1 inch, but where the long-staple cotton of 1{ inches
and above is used anyone familiar with the manufacture of
goods made from Egyptian cotton can tell it at once. YWhen you

“get down to a staple of 1% inches there would not be a yard of

cotton goods imported into the couniry but what would have to
be examined to decide whether it contained 1} inches, as pro-
vided in section 17 of the bill, -

Mr. McKELLAR. What the bill does under sections 16 and
17 is this; It does not protect long-staple cotton at all, or prac-
tieally not at all. I doubf if it will keep out 10,000 bales of
Egyptian cotton. Under section 17 it would pr(?tect all the
manufacturers who make Egyptian cotton or American cptton
into cloth. It is very cunningly devised, so that the farmer
raising long-staple coiton, whether he lives in the Imperial
YValley or anywhere else, is not protected at all, or practically
not at all, but the manufacturer who puts the long-staple Ameri-
can cotton into the cloth or the manufacturer who puts Egyptian
cotton into the cloth will receive the benefit, because section
17 provides that—

. Manufactures of which cotton of the kind provided for in para-
graph 16.

And that means Egyptian cotton,

Mr, SMOOT. If it is not of that kind, they do not get any
protection. I am quite sure the Senator has not given thought
to the question or he would not have uttered that statement.

Mr. McKELLAR. I have given thought to it, and that is
why I make the statement. Section 16 is the joke and section
17 is the joker in this bill. It is only one of many.

Mr. HARRISON. Of course, 1§ inches in length could mnot
apply to some of the cotfon raised in Arvizona. It will not
apply to any cotton raised in the Delta of the Mississippi, be-
cause that cotton is around 1% inches in length, and the facts
show that 48 per cent of the cotton of that lemgth that is
raised in the United States is raised in the Delta of the Missis-
sippi. For my part I am in favor of ne protection of any kind,
and I wish the Senate to understand that. I have so voted,
and would so vote again.

However, the curious thing to me is that if the purpose of
those who drafted the legislation is to apply its provisions gen-
erally to the agricultural interests of the country on the prin-
ciple of protection, when their report says cotton 1% inches
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should be protected the same as 1§ inches, why it is that they
write into the bill 1§ inches in length? Of course, I have under-
stood the Senator's explanation of it. It is different from the
explanation of the House Ways and Means Committee on that
proposition. !

1 stated before I was interrupted that in 1919 there was
more reason, if there every could be any reason, for asking
the Congress to pass emergency legislation, but certainly no
reason now exists because the importation of practically every
article and of every product that is carried in the emergency
tariff bill of 1920 has fallen off since that time. The facts
as stated by the Senator from Utah touching wool show the
importations of that item have fallen off; wheat has fallen
off; rice has fallen off; live stock has fallen off. Article by
article the importations into this country since December last,
when they said the emergency existed, have fallen off so that
the emergency does not exist to-day, and there is no flood of
those products threatening to come into the United States at
this time, If was a bugaboo that was held up to the Senate and
to the House that those great importations were coming. The
facts now show that they did not come. On the contrary,
month by month and day by day those importations have fallen
off,

In 1019 the importations of wool into this couniry amounted
to 440,200,279 pounds, while in 1920 the importations of wool
amounted to 259,617,000 pounds; in other words, there was a
falling off in the year 192( in the importations of wool of
180,000,000 pounds ; yef, during the time that this great flood of
importation of wool to the amount of 440,000,000 pounds was
coming into this country, the Senators from wool-growing
States who are now pleading for this emergency legislation
sat quietly by, did not raise their voices, did not appeal for
legislation to stop its importation into this country. At that
time the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] and other Senators,
perhaps, could have rendered some real service to the wool
growers of the country; and I suspect they will have much
difficulty in explaining to the wool farmers of Utah and other
wool-growing States why, when the great importations of wool
were coming, they sat serenely by and did not murmur, but
now without the slightest cloud of threatened danger upon the
horizon they cry loud and constant.

That condition did not apply only to wool, but it applied to
some other products. Let us take cattle, for instance. In
1919 the importation of cattle amounted to 263,000 head more
than in 1920; that is, we imported 70 per cent more in 1919
than we imported in the year 1920. For the months of Sep-
tember, October, and November, in 1919, we imported 128,000
head more than during the same months in 1920, Why did not
some one interested in live stock who thought that a tariff
bill offered a panacea, in order to help the producers of stock,
try to do something at that time to stop the tide of importations
imio this country?

Let us take sheep. In 1919, 224,000 head of sheep were im-
ported into this country, while in 1920 only 172,000 head came
in, so that 52,000 head of sheep less were imported in 1920 than
were imported in 1919; yet, while Senators on the other side
of the aisle controlled the Senate, and the Republicans were
in control of the House in 1919, they did not attempt to draft
any measure in order to try to stop the importation of sheep
into this country at that time. So it was down the line, I
will not proceed to read the entire list, but Senators may take
every article and they will find that 1919 was the time when
the great influx of importations was coming, and that there
has been a falling off constantly ever since.

Mr. President, when this legislation was first conceived and
brought out of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House
it was not nearly so bad as it was when it came to the Senate
and was referred fo the Finance Committee of the Senate. It
was not so bad when it was referred to the Finance Committee
of the Senate as it was when it passed the Senate. It was not
<o bad when the President vetoed the measure last Congress as
it now is. Hvery day of its progress it has had a tendency
either to increase the rates or include other propositions.

When the bill was first reported out of the Ways and Means
Committee of the House of Representatives it did not carry any
protection to the great Sugar Trust. ,

That tax on sugar means $125000,000 additional burden of
taxation on the consumers of the country. It is proposed to
give that much to the great Sugar Trust of the land and in-
 crease to that extent the price of sugar.

When the bill first came out of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee of the House there was no provision in it for a tariff or
a tax on frozen meat, but it got over here in the Senate—that
was shortly after the packer legislation had been considered—
and some one who was interested in that legislation wanted to

give the packers more protection because they econtrolled the
frozen-meat situation in this country; so they said, “Let us
protect them in order that the frozen meats from South
America may not come in here and compete with the frozen
meats of the five big packers.” When that was done, a tariff
burden was put upon the consumers of the country, who need
meat in order to live, of practically $500,000,000 annually. So
going down the line to hides and the Woolen Trust, they are the
ones who get the benefit out of this legislation.

Every line in the bill is a challenge to the welfare of the
consumers of the country and an imposition on the farmers of
a greater burden. Within its folds it invites retaliatory meas-
ures from every country to which we gell our goods. Instead
of helping it is going to hurt, because what the farmers of this
country need, what they want, is a market throughout the
world in which to sell their surplus products. That applies to
wheat ; it applies to cotton; it applies to practically everything
except sugar and wool and rice. So what the farmers need is
a market for thelr surplus cotton, their surplus wheat, and their
other surplus agricultural products, When some understand-
ing among the nations of the world is brought about and when
the wisdom of this administration shall extend some credit to

.those countries which have always opened up their markets to

ug, then they will buy of us and the farmers will get better
prices for their products.

If you have a real desire to help the farmers, then you should
pass some legislation that will take care of additional loans on
farm lands. You should pass some legislation touching the rail-
roads, so that the present high and unreasonable freight rates
may be reduced. God knows that the farmer now can hardly
ship anything, so high are the transportation rates. I received a
letter only the other day from the little town in Misslssippi in
which I was raised, which is located in a great agricultural
section and which ordinarily ships more vegetables than does
any other center in the whole United States, and from that
letter it appears that on many of the products which they are
raising the farmer in all probability will lose money because of
the high transportation rates, If you really want to relieve the
economic situation in this country and to remove the disad-
vantages under which the people are now laboring, then change
the railroad law ; reduce freight rates; and go about it in some
other way than to pass a piece of legislation such as that em-
bodied in the pending bill. This legislation is a species of decep-
tion, fraud, and hypocrisy ; it is a betrayal of promises that will
rise to plague the Republican Party; it is a repudiation of every
pledge made by you in the late campaign; and it will mark the
beginning of your end.

EXCESSIVE FREIGHT RATES.

Mr, CAPPER. Mr. President, there is a very general demand
throughout the West for the passage of the emergency tariff
bill. It is a measure which should have been passed long ago,
and I hope that it will be speedily enacted into law.

There is another phase of the agricultural situation which I
desire to discuss briefly at this time. Mr. President, I rise to
present appeals from a large number of Middle West States for
relief from the intolerable railway rates that have brought on
business stagnation throughout the country. These appeals come
from governors, mayors, State railway commissions, agricuitural
and live-stock associations, and, in addition, I have several hun-
dred communications from merchants, bankers, farmers, stock-
men, and representatives of all lines of industry and trade. All
these petitioners for relief warn us that we shall soon have a
nation-wide paralysis of business if help doés not come quickly,

| I have never known a more alarming situation, so far as the

business of the West is concerned, and that is why I wish to
lay stress on the urgency of quick action. High railway rates
are not entirely responsible, but they have had a great deal to
do with it.

The State board of agriculture of Kansas has asked me to
present this appeal to the President and Congress:

Present freight rates are in many instances confiscatory and in
practieally all cases work a severe hardship on agricultural and live-
stock producers and shlw:ers, as well as the consuming public,

ucers of grain and live stock are threatened with ruin if present
conditions should continue longer. We believe the present deplorable
condition of agriculture is due to discrimination against this basie
industry in the matter of transpertation, credit, tariff, and marketing.
Notwithstanding the low price for food prodncfa received by the pro-
ducers of the country, the consumer is forced to pay an increase of
several hundred per cent over such prices.

We strongly ur%e rendjustment of railroad rates on a lower basis at
the earliest possible moment,

I have been asked to lay before the Senate the following reso-
lutions adopted at a conference of 500 shippers, held recently in
Chicago, which included over 500 representatives of the leading
agricultural,live-stock, and commercial organizations of the en-
tire country:
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and commerce can be restored to a condition and & return o
pro]uperity brought about witheut a material reduction in these rates;
ang

Whereas the aperaumz expenses of the railronds are cnormously in-
creased by the wages, wor ndltions. and. mtes under whlch
they are operating. n the industries of
Hw eotmtry and crent:lng a pars.l}'s‘ls of ita business in every direc-

on; an

Whereds we believe that 1t is imperative that the Government exercise

itz reasonable constitu these

&mws. to the end of so
conditions that the milrna cgm: shall exercise their t as
to pay su wagen as are just an

end thn:t ﬂleppernﬂt h to transport ! the coumntiry
a w. em to the commeree o e
upon rates which will move traffic and yet pay a reasenable

wage according to the conditions: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the transportation anet establishing the Labor Board
be administered

be so amended that the power of the Government may
that tribunal that thetw;:mshdl be just and reasomable aceording

will permit them under economical msmgem
the country under rates which are just and , and which will
permit farmers, stockholders, and producers from the s the sources
of primary wealth, to make a competency and earn a living and con-
tinue production to supply the vital nceds of the people.
That we favor the repeal of section 15a of the act to regulate eom-
ﬁrg@i ]gggm as the rate-making role, as added in transportation

That we favor such amendment to the act to ate commerce
as shall Hy define the right and tetion of the
Intmtate Commission with respeet to the making and ren-

dering of any deelsion or prescribing any rate which shall have the
cffect of deatroyhtx the right wer, or jurisdiction of a State with re-
spect to intrastate rates and ansportation And that where the In-
e Commerce Commission, b maonofthetnetthatantaot
any St.n.t.e on intrastate traffic cnnsututes

ence as against interstate rates or commerce, that it is the duty of t!m
Interstate Commerce Commission fo make an order against any carrier
io eease or desist from collect:lng such hltl'sstate rates, The Interstate

Commeree Commission must, a8 a condition precedent to
g oy e B m“'“n‘*b% et Ttet a o
y & no such o except as fo co

terial, and plain dlscrimina

act tion or

set asi competent jurisdicti
snlt of the sut;: when sﬁ:hbwﬂ ogm its ltmwa or eontrary to
hrge l:-md during the pendency of whieh such court may suspend such
o #

T also desire to call attention t{o a resolution adopted recently
by the exeenfive eommittee of the American National Live Stock
Association, urging the repeal of the guaranty provision of the
transportation act, and also asking that the powers of the States

be unaffected by the arbitrary rule established by the Interstate

Commerce Commission. The resolution is as follows:

Whereas the prevailing transportation o.hnrm on live stock arve unjust,
“mn:de e, exorbitant, and everét prohibitory ; o s

Whereas n T tmnsporlntlon surrenderin mﬂs Lisil
Federal econtrel, as the Interstate Gommerce gnmmlssim
the act, the provision thereof cenisined gu-t
the act to regulate commerce, establishing 11. mle on hm
rates, on the theory of produeing a 6 per cent return on the
ﬂlueorm.uruadpmeny in rate- Ee'ulu fixes a s rd
arbitrarily requiring that States conform r rates thereto and
binds the Intetstate Commerce ssion 50 to adjust the rafes as
to produee that retln'n for iwo

Whereas this destmys 1 the ud remedles to gecure reason-

tes to make intrastate rates, by

able rates, and the rights of
subjecﬂns the rate-making power to the limitatlons of this arbitrary
: Therefore be it

Rmh‘efl,m we urge the repeal of said section of the act, souto
Ieave the powers of the States unaffected by such arbitra
as all the rights and remedies to secure just and reasonab e rntas 'te the
shippers on the railroads which l’t.-lllsy use, under the other provisions of
the act to regulate commerce, the powers of the mm to

make reasomable rates,
Then I have telegrams from the governors of several Western
States. For instance, Gov. Shoup, of Colorado, says:
DENVER, Cor.u., May 4, 1921,

ArtHUR CAPPER,
Washington, D. C.2

Existing freight rates in many instances render it hnposnhloa for
business to continue at a profit and also Frevent develogmeut
diate and subatuntial reduction of rates of farm and o h&mdneu,
live stock, and building is a
Prewnr basis of rates to, frem, and between Cnlomdo pol.nts were ex-
cessive and diseriminatory. Continued inercases have proportionately
increased such burdens to where the sacred right of our industries to
protection against exaction of netual prohibited rates is involved. The
last general assembly authorized me tﬂ a t a transpertation eom-
mittee, which has been appointed and is sm-ray of entl:re
situation. Their first p , covering mest %ﬁll
hurried to Interstate Commerce Commission as soon as compilgﬁ, aa
xe mulst n:!aﬂ i“’?‘"};" reliﬁr for :ggte;neng of bghtis &eason’%e erop.

enera getion of class and comm rates, trastate and
interstate, will also be asked for. I trust the ms of this
mittec will receive prompt consideration and i

0. H. 811031', Governor.

I lave similar telegrams from Gov., Hyde, of Missouri; from
Gov, Allen, of Kansas; from Gov. McKelvie, of Nebraska ; from

Gov, Mecham, of New Mexico; and from Gov. Frazier, of Norih
Dakota. I ask unanimous eonsent to have the telegrams
printed in the Recozmp.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the telegrans
will be printed in the Recorp.

The telegrams referred to are as follows:

JerFERsox Crry, Mo., May 5, 1921,
Senator ArTiUR CAPPER
Washington, D. €.:
are restricting movement of farm products in
s0 in the matter of corn, oats, and hay, these
er u.uif. the lower—priced uets. The t rates on live
stock not seem to have ma affected the sale thereof. A de-
crease in commodity frelght rates on low-grade, heavy-weight articles,
such as coal, lumber, brick, etc., and upon farm products would ma-
terially stimulate rallroad traffic on these produets and aid these indus-
tries and the farmer. It would also have the psychological eflect of
cncouraging the farmer.

ArTHUR M. HYDR, Gorernor,

Present

t rates
%ﬁgsm%

TorrgA, EaNs., May 4, 1921
Senalox ArTUUR CAPPER,
Washington, D, O.;
Beyond all question present level of transportation rates am so hjsh
as to seriously embarrass movement of heavy commodities, in
grain and Hve stock. In the economic structure rodw:ing
selling, and transportation costs must have their proper relation,
Thmugh this period these costs are g some normal tion.
At ""mﬂmﬁ%‘m‘ A e o O
W are from 0
mﬂmg of ttuagJ it as highly essential that present heavy
en of tmnspamtiou charges shall be lessened at the earliest pos-

sible time,
HESEY J. ALLEN, Governar.

LiNcoLy, NEBk., April 30.
Thm can be no doubt that the existing schedule of freight rates is
having o very unfaverable Lnﬂmnce upon business generally in this
State and part.lculnrly culture. I think this fact will be
ldnitteﬁ by the andlbellereltuqvltea
mpression that there must be some readjustment of railroad rates
re there can be a very rapid return to normnl conditions in busi-

; 8. R. McEeLVIE, Governor,

[
-

BaxTa FE., N, Mex.,, May }.
Existing freight rates interfering seriously with business generally
in New Mexleo, principally affecting agriculture, live stock, and mining

industries,
StaTE CorPORATION COMMISSION,
For Gov. MECHAM,

Brsumcx, N. Dax., dprit 29, 1901,

Hon. ArTHuR CAPPER,
Washington, D, (..
Present schedule of t rates deeidedly
including a ture and live-stock imlustties. Intrastate rates have
not been on account of action br th Btste wh:lch is now
ding before the Interstate Commerce North Dakota
rates have always been diseriminatory, tsvor!n the T'win
Cities. Bulk of our product is ghip out of State, and ton rates
on our lignite coal and other of neighborins SBtates should
not be more than rutc on similar prodncts in other States,
LYxN J. FRAZIER, Governor.

detrimental to business,

EE

Myr. CAPPER. Mr. President, the most pressing question in
the United States at this moment, and the greatest obstacle in
the way of a return to normal conditions and the restoration of
business, is the high cost of transportation.

The semimystery of the recent arrival at our seaporis of
shiploads of foreign products, products of which this country
has an exportable surplus of its own, becomes clearer when we
learn that a bushel of grain can be shipped to New York from
South America for 12 cents, but that it costs 88 cents to ship a
bushel of wheat to that city from Minneapolis by rail

When cottonseed cake, used in feeding cattle, ean be shipped
cheaper from Texas to Holland than from Texas to Kansas,
something is wrong with the transportation charges.

A farmer in one of the great kay-producing regions of Kansas
writes me:

We have hundreds and hundreds nL tons of hay here ready te ship,
bntbecamcottlelowpﬂmand igh freight rates we can not got
expenses out of it and are compelled to let it rof om the ground.

A car of grain shipped from Texas Panhandle to market at
an expense of $525 brought the producer $475. Out of that he
had to pay more than $100 for thrashing the grain and, of course,
sold his produce at a loss,

Texas and Florida truck farmers have shipped produce fo the
New York market and received nothing in return but a bill
for the balanee due on freight and commission charges, so re-
ports the New York market commissioner.

The freight nnd commission charges on o car of lettuce for
which a truck farmer received $389 cost him $491.

It costs as much to ship California oranges as it does to "row
them.
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Western live-stock men tell the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission the existing rates will ruin them if continued. Cattle
freights from Des Moines to Chicago have increased from 22
cents g hundred in 1914 to 37 cents in 1921. Of this increase of
15 cents, labor has secured approximately 11 cents.

The rate on wheat from Chicago to New York was 7.80 cents
in 1918; to-day it is 19.8 cents. The rate on corn from Kansas
City to Chicago has doutled in the last four years. Similar
increases are found all over the country.

Michigan’s iron mines report to the commission that they can
no longer afford to pay the new rates on ore, and must close
the mines if they do not get relief.

Mr. President, the Interstate Commerce Commission is buried
under petitions for lower freight rates from big business con-
cerns. But the man who is hit harder than anybody is the
farmer. He is the Nation's greatest freight payer. He pays
freight both ways. He gets it coming and going. There is
altogether too big a gap between what the farmer gets for his
crops and what he has to pay for things.

With corn selling around 25 to 30 cents a bushel in farm com-
munities, farmers are obliged to pay from 5 to 10 cents a bushel
for shucking, 5 cents for shelling, and the increased freight rates
to market. What they have left will not buy a sack of table
salt.

A Nimore, Minn., potato raiser writes me that to ship 100

pounds of potatoes to Chicago eosts him 60 cents. What he
has over to pay for his labor and investment in raising and
digging and hauling 100 pounds of potatoes is just 35 cents.

Texas rice growers can ship rice across the ocean to Liver-
pool and from Liverpool back to New York cheaper than they
can ship it by rail direct fromr Beaumont, Tex., to New York.

Cotton can be shipped from Galveston to Bremen, a distance
of 3,000 miles, for 35 cents a hundred péunds. But to ship by
rail a bale of cotton from the interior of Texas a distance of 300
miles cost 95 cents a hundred—about three times as much.

Spinach, cabbage, and onions rot in the fields of Texas; hay
and corn are wasting in Kansas ; fruits are stacked in California ;
and hides are going to waste in all parts of the country because
these products can not be shipped over American railroads at
profit, -

Freight rates are blamed by both producer and consumer.
But in most cases there is also a toll taker somewhere along
the line who is not getting the blame that is coming to him,
although taking more than his share of the benefits.

E. W. Cole, Texas director of markets, writes me that 3.000
cars of early vegetables have been lost up to this time because
it did not pay to ship them. -

To ship shelled corn from Hydro, Okla., to Wichita Falls,
Tex., about 125 miles, costs 27 cents a bushel, or almost as
much as the corn will bring at destination.

Raisers of oats in Kansas, Colorado, and New Mexico can
not get enough money by shipping the crop to cover the cost of
handling from farm to railway station.

“ Virtually all our perishable products will rot in the fields,”
writes J. A. Whitehurts, president of the Oklahoma State Board
of Agriculture.

Because of extortionate freight charges the stock-raising
industry in North Dakota is slowly being choked to death,
reports V. E. Smart, traffic expert of North Dakota’s board of
railroad commissioners.

T. W. Tomlinson, secretary of the American National Live
Stock Association, writes:

Idaho, which ordinarily ships thousands of cars, has scarcely been
able to ship a car of alfnl{a thiE season.

Cattlemen of New Mexico and Texas, ‘accustomed at this
time of year to ship their herds to Kansas to fatten on grass,
this year have no money to pay the freight bill and can not
borrow it from their banks.

Live-stock men east of the Missouri River usually buy much
alfalfa hay in Colorado and Kansas to feed their stock. This
year there was no such market. Good alfalfa hay at $6 to $8
a ton on board cars in Colorado costs from $15 to $18 a ton
to ship to Illinois, making the hay cost delivered $21 to $26 a
ton. For similar reasons all alfalfa-meal mills in the West
have cloged down.

Illinois farmers who used more than 40,000 tons of raw
rock phosphate last year for fertilizer this year virtually are
doing without because of prohibitive freight charges. The same
situation exists in Ohio where ground limestone is used for
fertilizer.

Mr, President, when the present rail rates were adopted our
farmers were receiving $2 a bushel or better for wheat and
$1.60 a bushel for corn. With corn now selling at country
shipping stations at 30 cents, the 25-cent ghipping rate to the

central market takes more than half of the corn crop’s below-
cost value,

It costs more to ship fruit from the Pacific coast to the
Middle West, or produce from the Middle West to the East,
than it does to bring these products here from foreign coun-
tries, and the high value of the American dollar and the ex-
cessive exchange rate do the rest.

While Italy sells her lemon crop here, our lemons rot because
they do not bring enough to pay freight rates. We are getting
wheat from Canada and Argentina, butter from Denmark, eggs
and poultry from starving China, potatoes from Norway, mut-
ton from New Zealand, corn and beef from South America,
and wool from everywhere.

At the same time sheep from our ranges, fruit from Florida
and California, vegetables from Texas and the South, hay and
oats and other products from the West, have been sold in the
big market for less than enough to pay the freight, consequently
enormous quantities of these home-grown products are now
being allowed to rot because it does not pay to ship them,
Barely 25 per cent of the Texas cabbage erop will be marketed.
Freight charges on a car of cabbage from Harlingen, Tex., to
a commission merchant at Hastings, Nebr., were $425. The
growers received less than 875 for their labor. :

Mr. President, not only do we Tave this situation in regard
to agriculture, we have a Nation-wide stagnation of general
business, for rommerce between the States is hit almost as
hard by high rates of transit as is agriculture. We have, in
fact, an embargo on ourselves and must find a speedy means
of removing it if we are going to get business off its dead
center and save the railroads from receiverships and bank-
ruptey.

When railroads get more for hauling farm produects than
the producers are paid for producimg them it is evident that
freight rates are relatively too high. And that is chiefly what
is the matter with the railway situation at the present time.

Rates higher than the traffic will bear have made a difference
of a million freight cars in the amount of shipping this country
is doing. Six months ago there was a deficiency of half a
million freight cars. At the close of April this year there
was a half million surplus of cars, This means that a half
million freight cars now stand idle on the sidetracks of Ameri-
can railroads. Need there be a more convincing argument that
lower ‘rates must precede a business recovery?

Mr, President, it is true of the railroad business, as it is of
any other business, that it is enftitled to a fair return. The
roads can not be expected to give good service and maintain
equipment unless they can earn a fair return. No business cau
be operated successfully or efficiently without such a return.

I favored returning the railroads to private management and
competition, because under Government operation the roads
were milking the Treasury of millions of dollars to pay divi-
dends, under an agreement which put no premium on efficiency
and ‘service and-no penalty on waste and extravagance.

We all know the result.

The roads now have their fate in their own hands. Unless
they can put traffic charges on a live-and-let-live basis, and that
very soon, a return to Government operation or ownership will
be inevitable. And neither the people nor the shippers wish ihis
to happen any more than do the railroad managers. Certainly
neither the country nor the Government should take up any new
burdens at this time, nor embark on any epochal experiments,
except under compulsion.

The people have paid the railroads nearly $1,000,000,000
within the last few years by way of a Governmenf guaranty.
On top of that they have paid higher rail rates, amounting to
from 50 to 83 per cent. These rates almost absorb the farm-
ers’ grain, also a large percentage of his live stock; they have
absorbed the decrease in the price of lumber; they have helped
in imany ways to demoralize the business of the country and to
prevent its recuperation. And with all this the roads now ure
stalled on the upgrade; they are not making expenses, not
getting any new business,

The chief reason is that, with other values coming down and
with farm prices at bedrock, the roads are charging wore than
the traffic will bear. This means that as long as present rates
are maintained the roads will not be able to.do enough busi-
ness to maintain themselves.

. How is this policy going to get them or anybody else any-
where?

A few weeks ago the greatest railroad system in the United
States, the Pennsylvania, was loging one-fourth million dollars
a day in reduced traffic. This is the kind of business that high
rail rates are creating for the railroads. It is expensive husi-
ness for everybody.
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‘M. President, nothing s ‘going to he gained by maintaining
rail rates at a point which makes fhe railways too expensive
Tor (he people (o use.

The country now is suffering from what is merely .another
forii of ear shortage, for although ‘the romds st are inmde-
quutely supplied with volling stock for normal times, rites dre
so prohibitive that wve can mot use the /cars ave have. There- !
fore while railroads und ithe people suffer, eommerce mnd bust- |
ness stagnate and the roads face hankruptey, w1l because of this.
crushing enmbargo placed on the Nation by its transporfing!
systen,

The way oul is to eneourage the people 4o mse fhe railronds:
by making it possible for them to ship goods and travel ; to give:
bsiness o c¢hance to cregte more husiness.  There s no profit,
in rusting rails for anyhody, ¢

Meanwhile the situafion appears 1o be growing worse instead |
ol hetter, as mighit be expected when rates gre in many coses 80
high as to 'be prohibitive, The lig slump is «{due in part no
doubt to the general and inevitable afterwar depression. But
a time when business smen find High freight rates barring the’
way fo a return of norvmal ‘conditions is no time for ‘the ronds
to insist-on prohibitive rates,

Our attitude toward the railvoads shiould prébalily 'be more
sympathétic than eondemnpatory. Most of those misguided ‘men
who in the past exploited ithe railronds andl used ‘fhem ‘to exploit .
the people have gone ‘toitheir fimal reckoning. The present situ-
ation demands helpful teamwork. The roads are too mmuch a .
vital ipart .of our:daily dife to make it ;pay o belabor, injure, -or
cripple them in any way., WNor:ean the present rates¥e defended
or be allowed to stand. They are suiciddl, as injurions to the
roads a8 to the people,

The railroads will find ‘it ;profitable to «do itheir share to ‘help .
hring abeut :a revivil «of husiness ‘instead 'of ‘being the greatest
dbstacle ‘in the way of .such u revival. They mgy for g time |
have to take losses, along with #armers, other indusiries, and
husiness interests, but 1 :am wconfident it will ‘be nothing like
what is -eertainly alead of them if the ‘bétter ppolicy of lower !
rates i mot soon gdopted. There can be mo -defonse Tor ghe
highest rall rates in history @t ‘a time when ‘every rail-carried
commodity is seeking the prewar price level. Treiglit charges:
which exceed ‘the value of the product -carvied eam mnot be:
tlefended nor endured. f

I'his 'being the most wvital and pressing-of the guestions before
the country, it must have fhe best nnd first thought of Congress:
and the administration. If Congress finds ‘the conntry’s trans-
porting system is mot ‘being handlefl on .an ‘efficient ‘hasis, as is
charged, and t certain economies or mefhods are necessary,
the Interstate Commerce Commission must ‘be «lirected to put.
#nch a policy linto -operdation. Tn the meanfime T belicve the
Interstate Commeree Commission should immediately use dts
powers to initinte and modify rates and mdke such readjust-
ments as will restore the movement of traffic.

Mr. President, I have introduced a bill realling for ithe repeal
of the section of ‘the teansportation et directing ithe Interstate
Uommeree Commission to make rates which will.assure.a returm
of G per cent to the emrriers, I have also included in this bill
ti provision setfing -aside the authority of the -commission ito
regulnte intrastate rates. T am amderfaking to wepeal fhe
guarantee clause bhecause the commission bases dts «claim -of
power fo incrense State #ntes largely upon ghe command which
is contained in this section that it so .adjust rates as ito yield
the percentage specified, and it is npon this section that the
decision.of the lower Federal couris sustaining the ovders-of the
commission appear to be principally based. This hill has the
hearty support of the State railway eommission of every State
that Lins come to my attention, and 12 legislatures have appenled
to Congress for this legislation. :

Mr. President, I 'repeat that the »ailroad sifuntion is so:acute
that immediate action is imperntive to restore mormal condi-
tions to agrieunlture,

We are now amder cowpulsion te o to the bottom wof the
raitroad problem. We anust get the facts, work ont a construe-
tive program at-ence that will regtore the country amd the roads
to their normal rvelationship and put anend o the recurrence
of the railroad problem. There is noother sway.

MOTHERS DAY,

Mr. HEFLIN. My, T'vesident, in the spring of 1914, while a
Member of the House, T introduced o joint resolution (designating
the gecond Sunday in My ns Mothers’ Day. The House passed
that resolution, nud 1 reguested my good Triend ‘the ghle and
distingnighed Semator from Texans [Mr. SHEPPARD] ‘to tike
charge of the measare in the Senate. Tle -did o, ‘and the Sen-
ate passed it. Pre<ident Witson jssaed a prodlamafion, undler:

the authority given by dhe vesolution, requesting all the officials
of ghe Government fo display the flag on all public.buildings on
the second Bunday ‘in May. He sent a message to our foreign
possessions to have the flag displaved there in honor of the
mothers of America.

The first Mothers' Bay afficially observed I steod in front of
the White House at the noon hour. The fountain in front, in
perpetual play, looked like n sunburst of diamonds. Back of it,
in solemm grandeur, stood the White Fouse. Above it, in all
the pride of civic glory, waved the flag of the Republic. T suid,
“That dear old flag has been unfurled many a time above the
brave armies of America, but never have ‘its sacred folds floated
above a braver army than that of the heroic mothers of Amer-
ica”

The poet spoke traly when e said

The greatest hattle that ever was Tought—
Shall 1 tell you where and when?

On the map of the world you will flud it not;
It was fought by the mothers wof men.

On this day President Harding has issued a proclamation for
the observance of Mothers’ Day, which is fo-morrew. He will
call upon Government ofiicials and men and women ‘everywhere
to display the flag in honor of the mothersof America.

In honoring the mothers of Ameriea we honor ourselves. We
honor our Government,

Man inherits the nobler, gentler .gualities «of ‘being from his
mother. They come from the trensure house of feminine charm
and sweeiness. They are filtered through the finer sensibilities
of the female soul, The lieavthstone, as Henry Grady said, is
the true altar of liberty, and {he strength -of ihe Republic is
lodged in the homes of #he people. AMr. President, smother peet
beantifully deseribes the feeling of us all, when he said:

The world at times has beat me back
In battles I have Tought;

Not always has the god Success
Touched tasks in which I wrought ;

Fuoll oft has fortune dealt a blow
Instead of bent to bless,

Anid heartnche followed close upon
The heels of happiness ;

And often when a solemn wee
Of grief my heart intoned,

And often when my gpirit writhed
And all ‘my natore groaned,

There stole vefrain thet softened pain,
Not phrased by mortal itongue,

But boin of memories old and sweet —
The songs my an sung

When she took me in her mrms
And gently stroked my hair,

And bere me with her -down te slcep
In that old bye-bye chair.

One of the most fascinating seenes in all the averld ds a
mother in the home circle with a baby in her arms. Mr.
President, the most ‘heaufiful thing This <ide of Heaven is the
mother’s love for her child. Tt is the only love amongst mortals
which will suffer all things and -endure all things. Through
poverty and good fortune, through sickness gund health, ‘threugh
life to death, it is the same beautiful, unselfish, unchangeable
mother love; and—

He who harking back to youth
Goes forth and nobly dies

To color Mie to mateh the Jight
That shines from mother's eyes,

He will not pride his faltering feet
Upon the race they've made,

But will search his heart, and bless the part
That mother love has played.

11e’1l walk adown the ways of life,
And in his daily prayer

Thank God that all his best was lLorn
In that old byeibye chair,

All honor to the mothers of America. On to-morrow lef those
of us whose mothers have preceded us to the better land wear
the white flower, and let those whese mothers still linger to
blesg with their benedictions and love the households of Ameriea
wear the red flower, and let the flag of our comntry fly from
every Government building and veeftree in the country in honor
of the mothers of America.

EXECUTIVE SESSTON.

Mr. CURTIS. I shouid like to dnquire if any other Senator
wishes to speak this afternoon?® [After a pause.] As no one
desires to take the floor, T meove that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed fo, and ihe Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'vlock
and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned nntil Monday, May
9, 1921, at 12 o'clock meridian.
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CONFIRMATIONS,
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 7, 1921,
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,

Francis M, Goodwin.

DizrEcTOR OF THE CENSUS,
Willianm M, Steuart.

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE.
John Kelsey Jones, at Harrison, Ark.

Recever oF Pusric MONEY,

Willis W. Moore, at Harrison, Ark.

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY,

GENERAL OFFICERS.
To be major generals,

William Gray Price, jr.
Avery Delano Andrews,

To be brigadier generals.
William Ruthven Smith, Coast Artillery Corps,
Dwight Edward Aultman, Field Artillery.
Johnson Hagood, Coast Artillery Corps.
Dennis Edward Nolan, Infantry.
Willianr Durward Connor, Corps of Engineers,
Fox Conner, Field Artillery.
Preston Brown, Infantry.
Malin Craig, Cavalry.

- Henry Davis Todd, jr., Coast Artillery Corps,

Albert Jesse Bowley, Field Artillery.
William Hartshorne Johnston, Infantry.
Robert Alexander, Infantry.

MEDICAL CORPS.
To be caplains.

Charles Fremont Snell.
Jaime Julian Figueras,

COAST ARTILLERY CORPS.
To be first licutenant,
John Lawrence Hanley.
QUARTERMASTER CORPS.
~ To be captain.
George Anthony Horkan.
To be first lieutenant,
Everett Roscoe Stevens,
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT,
To be captain.
Edward Elliott MacMorland.
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY,
MARINE CORPS,
To be captain,
Arthur H. Turner.
To be first licutenants,

Thomas E. Kendrick,
Kenneth O. Cuttle.
To be second lieutenants,
Karl F. Umlor.
Thomas McK. Schuler,
Marvin V. Yandle.
Warren Sessions.

L.eo Healey.
POSTMASTERS,
DELAWARE,
Richard ¥, McClure, Claymont.
MAINE.

Pear]l Danforth, Castine.

Joseph C. A. Daigenault, Jackman Station.

George M. Jackson, Millbridge.
MASSACHUSETTS.

William J. Williams, Great Barrington.

Charles A. Kimball, Littleton,

Harry T. Johnson, Medway.

Edgar A. Craig, North Easton. .

NEBRASKA,

Henry Eichelberger, Crete.

Lewis A. Meinzer, Falls City.

Ernest W. Clift, Humboldt.

Edward B. Jameson, Lakeside,

Luther J. Saylor, Rising City.

Isage L. Pindell, Sidney.

" SENATE.
Moxoay, May 9, 1921.

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our Father, we thank Thee for the sunlight of the morning,
Grant that our hearts may be filled with light and life and joy,
and enter upon the duties wwaiting us with the consciousness
of Thy smile upon us, and that we want to walk along the path-
way of duty with Thy direction and under Thy guidance,

| Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

TruMAN H, NEWBERRY, a Senator from the State of Michi-
gan, appeared in his seat to-day.

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro-
ceedings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr, Curris and
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with
and the Journal was approved,

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. NEW. I desire to present and have printed in the Recorp
a copy of a concurrent resolution adopted by the Indiana Legis-
lature, on behalf of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Tidewater
Association, in approval of a plan to make the St. Lawrence
River navigable for ocean-going vessels.

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Commerce,

.as follows:

A concurrent resolution approving the action of the governmor in ad-
vancing the undertaking for a deep waterway from &e Great Lakes
to the Atlantic Ocean.

Whereas It is proposed to make such improvements i{n the 8t. Lawrence
River as to make the Great Lakes accessible to ocean-going commerce,
and as this improvement will In effect bring the State of Indiana
hundreds of miles nearer the world's markets, and as there are within
the Btate t resources that lie wholly undeveloped while the pro-
duction of all things is diminished or retarded by distance from
markets, and because our prodncers and the consuming publls have
alike suffered enormous losses in the last three years by transporta-
tion shortage and failure; and because by reason of these conditions
the transportation situation constitutes an emergency need, and as a
number of States have jolned in thé Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Tide-
water Assoclation, having as its object the early undertaking and
completion of this improvement: Therefore be it
Resolved by the semate (the house of representatives comcurring),

That the State of Indiana is r?roperly associated in the above-named

organization with its neighboring Commonwealths in pressing to ad-

yance this undertaking, and that the action of the governor in so dde-
claring is hereby approved and confirmed by the participation of this

State, h&uw f:wrnor and those who represent hfm in the council of

these States, approved.

8gc. 2. That the representatives of this Btate In Congress of the
United Btates be requested to facilitate and expedite imevery way pos-
sible the prosecution of this undertaking for the economic freedom of
a land-locked continent.

Note.—The above resolution was passed In Indiana Senate and [Touse
March 1, 1921. 3

The Great Lakes-8t. Lawrence Tidewater Associatlon desire it en-
tered on the Senate’'s record in Washington,

* Yours, truly,

C. 0. CoMsTOCK, Seeoretary.

INp1ANAPOLIS, IND.,, May §, 1921
Mr. COLT presented a memorandum from Rev. M. Zalitach,

sundry citizens, and sundry organizations of Americans of

Ukrainian ancestry, in relation to the case of East Galicia, re-

questing that the Government of the United States recognize

East Galicia, along with northern Bukovina, as an independent

state, the west Ukrainian republic; that the Government of the

United States recognize the lawful government of the west

Ukrainian republic, namely, the government established by the

Ukrainian national assembly under the leadership of Dr. Eu-

gene Petrushevich; and that the Government of the United

States, as one of the temporary sovereigns of East Galicia, de-

mand of Poland that she immediately evacuate East Galicia,

which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

Mr. WILLIS presented a resolution of the Lorain County
Women’s Christian Temperance Union, of Elyria, Ohio, favor-
ing the reduction of armaments, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs,

He also presented resolutions of the Optimist Club of Colum-
bus and the Chamber of Commerce of Toledo, both in the State
of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation providing ade-
quate relief for disabled ex-service men, which were referred to
the Committee on Finance.

FEDERAL LIVE-STOCK COMMISSION,

Mr. NORRIS. By direction of the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry I report back favorably with several amendments
the bill (8. 659) to create a Federal live-stock commission, to
define its powers and duties, and to stimulate the production,

sale, and distribution of live stock and live-stock products, and-

for other purposes, and I submit a report (No. 39) thereon.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the
calendar,
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